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ABSTRACT

Mass accretion rates in dimensionless and physical units, and efficiency factors describing
the total radiant luminosity of the disk and the beam power of the outflow are studied here.
Four samples of sources including 576 LINERs, 100 classical double (FRII) radio sources,
80 relatively local AGN, and 103 measurements of four stellar mass X-ray binary systems,
referred to as Galactic Black Holes (GBH), are included in the study. All of the sources have
highly collimated outflows leading to compact radio emission or powerful extended (FRII)
radio emission. The properties of each of the full samples are explored, as are those of the
four individual GBH, and sub-types of the FRII and local AGN samples. Source types and
sub-types that have high, medium, and low values of accretion rates and efficiency factors are
identified and studied. A new efficiency factor that describes the relative impact of black hole
spin and mass accretion rate on the beam power is defined and studied, and is found to provide a
new and interesting diagnostic. Mass accretion rates for 13 sources and efficiency factors for 6
sources are compared with values obtained independently, and indicate that similar values are
obtained with independent methods. The mass accretion rates and efficiency factors obtained
here substantially increase the number of values available, and improve our understanding of
their relationship to source types. The redshift dependence of quantities is presented and the

impact on the results is discussed.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Mass accretion rates and associated efficiency factors are impor-
tant quantities that describes the state of stellar and supermassive
black hole systems. They provide information regarding processes
that lead to the accretion, the state of the accretion disk, and how
outflows and winds from accreting systems can affect their environ-
ment. Thus, they are important diagnostics of the state of the black
hole system (e.g. Heckman & Best 2014; Yuan & Narayan 2014).
Accretion rates and efficiency factors have been determined using a
variety of methods and diagnostics, and this has allowed estimates
of these quantities for sources with a broad range of properties (e.g.
Bian & Zhao 2003; Davis & Laor 2011; Raimundo et al. 2012;
Wu, Lu, & Zhang 2013; Trakhtenbrot 2014; Netzer & Trakhtenbrot
2014; Trakhtenbrot, Volonteri, & Natarajan 2017; Jiang et al. 2019;
O’Dea & Saikia 2020).

Here, the new method of obtaining mass accretion rates in-
troduced by Daly (2019) is applied to obtain and study accretion
rates and efficiency factors. The "outflow method," developed and
applied by Daly (2016, 2019) (hereafter D16 and D19) and Daly et
al. (2018), (hereafter D18) applies to black hole systems that include
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a black hole, accretion disk, and a highly collimated outflow. The
highly collimated outflow must lead to radio emission from a com-
pact radio source or from a powerful extended radio source that can
be used to study the properties of the highly collimated outflow, as
described in section 2. The method allows empirical determinations
of accretion disk properties such as the mass accretion rate and disk
magnetic field strength in dimensionless and physical units.

1.1 Overview of the Outflow Method

The outflow method of determining and studying black hole spin
and accretion disk properties was proposed and applied by D16
and D19, and followed the methods developed and applied by Daly
(2009, 2011) and Daly & Sprinkle (2014) to estimate black hole spin
values based on outflow beam powers. A detailed overview of the
method, it’s development, and it’s application is provided in section
1.1 of D19. The method is empirically based, and includes one key
theoretical input, as described below. To understand the method and
it’s application it is important to relinquish preconceived notions and
assumptions that are based on the application of specific accretion
disk or other models and focus on what is indicated empirically.
As is often the case with theoretical developments, with hind-
sight, simple arguments that are consistent with the original method
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become evident, even though this is not the way the method was
developed or the results obtained. In this spirit, a heuristic path to
understand the method and its application is described here. This
provides an alternative path to arrive at the same conclusions even
though this is not the way the equations were derived, which is
explained in detail in section 1.1. of D19.

Consider a black hole with irreducible mass M and dimension-
less spin parameter j that has an accretion disk accreting matter at
arate (dM/dr) in solar masses per year. A priori, these three quan-
tities are independent. Given that the accretion disk of the system
produces some bolometric luminosity, L, the radiant efficiency
of the disk may be determined empirically when M = (dM /dt) is
known.

The outflow method has one key theoretical input, and the in-
troduction of this theoretical input is motivated empirically. It is
motivated by the fact that there are numerous black hole systems
with outflow beam powers that exceed the bolometric luminosity
of the disk by one to two orders of magnitude. For example, the
results of D18 indicate that there are numerous black hole systems
with beam powers that are 10 - 100 times larger than the bolo-
metric luminosity of the accretion disk of the system (see Fig. 2
of D18). In these cases, it is reasonable to suppose that the highly
collimated outflow is powered at least in part by the black hole spin
(see also Narayan & McClintock 2012, and Daly 2011). D18 also
showed that the slopes and normalizations of the relationship be-
tween Log(L;/Lpol) and Log(Lipe1/LEgq) are consistent within un-
certainties for the four samples studied, even though these quantities
have a broad range of values of about (1072 to 102) for (Lj/Lpor)
and (1070 to 1) for (Lpo;/LEqq), Where L is the beam power and
L g 44 is the Eddington luminosity. This suggests that the sources in
the four samples studied by Daly et al. (2018) are governed by the
same physics, and therefore, all of the outflows are powered at least
in part by black hole spin.

This indicates that the functional form of the theoretical equa-
tion that describes spin powered outflows (e.g. Blandford & Zna-
jek 1977; Blandford 1990; Meier 1999) may be compared with
the functional form of empirically determined relationships (D16,
D18, D19). Once the theoretical equation is written in dimension-
less separable form (see eq. 1), terms in the empirically determined
relationship may be identified with terms in the theoretical equation
to solve for the properties of the accretion disk and black hole spin.
Eq. (1) is the primary theoretical input to the outflow method. Other
aspects of the method are empirically based. No particular accretion
disk emission model is assumed, and no detailed jet power/emission
model is adopted.

D19 showed that the fundamental equation that describes
outflows that are powered at least in part by black hole spin,
Lj « B?, Mtzlynf(j) (e.g. Blandford & Znajek 1977; Blandford
1990; Meier 1999) is separable and may be written as

(Lj/LEad) = 8j (B/Bgaa)* F? (1)
(see eq. 6 from D19). Here L; is the beam power of the outflow,
or the energy per unit time carried away from the black hole re-
gion in the form of a collimated outflow, typically thought to be
in the form of directed kinetic energy, B is the poloidal com-
ponent of the accretion disk magnetic field, B is the disk mag-
netic field strength, Bg 44 is the Eddington magnetic field strength
(e.g. Rees 1984; Blandford 1990; Dermer, Finke, & Menon 2008),
BEda = 6(Mgy,/108Mo)~1/2 x 10* G, Mgy, is the total black
hole mass, the normalized spin function is F2 = (f()/ finax)
where f(j) is the spin function and fy;4x is the maximum value
of this function (see D19), g; is the normalization factor for the

beam power L; in units of the Eddington Luminosity, Lgqq,
Li/Lggq(max) = gj. It is clear that this is separable: informa-
tion regarding the outflow is described by L;/Lg4q and g;; that
related to black hole spin is described by F2; and, as explained
below, that related the accretion event is described by the term
(B/BEaa)* = dm/dt = (Lpo/(8porLEaa))™ (see eq. 7 of D19),
where the value of A is obtained for each sample from Table 2 of
D18, as summarized by D19, and is typically A =~ 0.45. Note that
the ratio (B / B)? is absorbed into the normalization factor g j- The
method was further developed and applied by D19 to study black
hole spin functions and spin, the magnetic field strength of the ac-
cretion disk, B in physical units, and the magnetic field strength or
pressure of the accretion disk in the dimensionless form (B/Bg 44)-
This work did not explicitly compute mass accretion rates in phys-
ical units or efficiency factors. These topics are addressed in this
paper.

The identification of terms in eq. (1) with empirically deter-
mined quantities was carried out with detailed calculations, pre-
sented and discussed by D16, D18, and D19. With hindsight a
simple identification of terms becomes evident. The empirically
determined relationship between beam power and disk luminos-
ity, which by construction does not include a term related to black
hole spin, has the form (L;/Lgaaq) « (Lpor/LEaa)”, where the
only term related to the overall properties of the accretion disk is
(Lpor/LEga)™. In the theoretical equation given by eq. (1) there
is only one term that describes the overall properties of the accre-
tion disk, and that is the term (B/Bggg4)>. Thus, identifying these
terms, and noting that each is normalized to have a maximum value
of unity, it is easy to see that

(B/BEaa)* = (Lbor/LEaa)™ . 2

as originally indicated by the detailed calculations discussed by
D19.

To see how this is related to mass accretion rate, consider
standard representations (e.g. Yuan & Narajan 2014; Ho 2009) for
the bolometric disk luminosity

Lpor « €por(dM [dt) < €po; 1 LEga, 3
and the beam power
Lj oc (dM/dt) F* o« it Lggq F? 4

where the efficiency factor €p,,; that describes the radiant luminos-
ity of the disk is not assumed to be constant, the dimensionless
mass accretion rate is defined as 1 = M /Mg 44, and the Edding-
ton mass accretion rate is defined as Mpgq = Lpgq/c?. (Some
authors adopt different definitions of the Eddington mass accretion
rate and the dimensionless mass accretion rate. It is shown in sec-
tion 3.3 that consistent results are obtained with those definitions
and the definitions adopted here.) Though eq. (4) is most frequently
adopted for sources with low values of (Lpo;/LE4q), it is reason-
able to suppose that the same relationship holds for all of the sources
since the samples studied include many sources with low values of
(Lpot/LEaa), and all of the samples have consistent values of the
slope and normalization relating (L j /L g q4) to (Lpoi/LEaa) (e.g.
D18). Combining egs. (1), (2), (3), and (4), we obtain

€por = (dm/dr)(1=A)/4 (5)

where the constant of proportionality must be unity because €,
and (dm/dt) are each normalized to have a maximum value of
one. Thus, €pp; = (dm/di)'2 or ey =~ (dm/dt) for A = 0.45
and A ~ 0.5, respectively (see also Ho 2009). Note that in D16,
a more general functional form for L; was adopted, and the same

MNRAS 000, 1-30 (2020)



Black Hole Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors 3

results were obtained. For the types of sources studied here, €p,,;
is only a constant when A = 1, which is quite clearly ruled out for
these sources (D16, D18, D19). Substituting eq. (3) into eq. (2), and
applying eq. (5), we obtain

(B/Bgaa)® = (eporri)™ = 1. ©6)
Thus,
dM/dt = 1t Lgga ¢ = (Lpot/LEaa)™ LEda ¢ (7)

s0 dM /dt can be empirically determined using eq. (7).

It is interesting to note that empirical results indicate (dm/dt)
and thus €p,,; are independent of the black hole spin function F
and black hole spin (D16, D19). This is also suggested by the fact
that there is no empirical indication that the relationship between
(Lj/Lpor) and (Lpot/LEga) changes as (Lpor/LEaa) — 1, for
the sources studied, as discussed by D16 and D19.

It is interesting to note that eq. (2) provides an estimate of the
gas pressure of the accretion disk in dimensionless form (see section
3.3. of D19). And the magnetic field strength of the disk, which is
obtained from eq. (2), provides an estimate of the disk pressure in
physical units (see section 3.1 of D19).

Here, four samples of sources, including 756 AGN and 103
measurements of four stellar-mass black holes associated with X-
ray binaries are considered. The samples, source parameters, and
parameter uncertainties are described in section 2. Methods of ob-
taining mass accretion rates and efficiency factors are described in
sections 3.1 and 3.2, respectively. The results are discussed in sec-
tion 4.1 and 4.2, respectively. An overview of the different source
parameters associated with the accretion disk that can be obtained
with the method, and the impact of the redshift range of the sources
on the results are discussed in section 5. The conclusions are sum-
marized in section 6.

2 DATA

Four samples are considered here. The samples include 576 LIN-
ERs from Nisbet & Best (2016) (hereafter NB16); 100 classical
double (FRII) sources from D16 and D19; 80 local AGN that are
compact radio sources from Merloni et al. (2003) (hereafter M03);
and 103 observations of four stellar-mass Galactic Black Hole sys-
tems (GBH) that are in X-ray binary systems. The stellar-mass GBH
data includes the 102 observations listed in Table 2 of D19 plus one
observation of A0 6200 discussed in section 5 of D19 (the data
for the second observation of A0 6200 is from Gou et al. 2010;
Kuulkers et al. 1999; and Owen et al. 1976). These are stellar mass
X-ray binaries, and each of the GBH have multiple simultaneous ra-
dio and X-ray observations (Saikia et al. 2015) (hereafter S15) who
obtained the data from Corbel et al. (2013), Corbel, Kording, &
Kaaret (2008), Zycki, Done & Smith (1999), Shahbaz et al. (1996),
Merloni et al. (2003), Gallo et al. (2006), Gelino, Harrison & Orosz
(2001), Shahbaz, Naylor & Charles (1994), and Jonker & Nelemans
(2004). These four samples were studied by D19 who reported spin
functions, spin values, and accretion disk magnetic field strengths in
dimensionless and physical units for each source and observation.

The samples were selected for the purpose of studying black
hole spin using source outflow properties following the work of
Daly (2009, 2011), Narayan & McClintock (2012), and Daly &
Sprinkle (2014), for example. It has long been thought that powerful
collimated outflows from black hole systems are likely to be powered
by black hole spin (e.g. Blandford & Znajek 1977; Rees 1984;
Begelman, Blandford, & Rees 1984; Blandford 1990).
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Individual samples, each comprised of a specific type of source
including the NB16 LINERs, D16/D19 FRII (classical double)
sources, M03 local AGN sample, and the S15 stellar-mass GBH
were selected. The four different types of black hole systems al-
low studies of and comparisons between four different categories of
black hole system, including supermassive and stellar-mass systems.
Another criteria was that reliable determinations of the bolometric
disk luminosity, beam power, and black hole mass were available.

The NB16 LINERS, M03 AGN, and S15 GBH all lie on the
fundamental plane of black hole activity. Thus, black hole masses
were available for all of the sources, bolometric disk luminosities
were obtained from the (2 - 10) keV X-ray luminosity using a
standard conversion (e.g. Ho 2009; D18), and the beam powers were
obtained by rotating the fundamental plane to the fundamental line
of black hole activity using eq. (4) of D18 and the values of C and D
listed in Table 1 of D18 for each sample. Note that time variability of
the mass accretion rate and it’s impact on various source properties is
discussed in detail in sections 5 and 6 of D19. For the FRII sources,
the black hole masses were obtained from McLure et al. (2004,
2006). The bolometric disk luminosities were obtained from the
O[III] luminosities of Grimes, Rawlings & Willott (2004) using a
standard conversion (e.g. Heckman et al. 2004; Dicken et al. 2014).
The beam powers were obtained using the strong shock method
(described in detail in section 1.1 of D19) for 12 of the sources
(O’Dea et al. 2009), and the relationship between beam power and
178 MHz radio luminosity obtained by Daly et al. (2012) using 31
sources with beam powers determined with the strong shock method
(O’Deacet al. 2009). The source types are from Grimes, Rawlings &
Willott (2004); W sources have weak emission lines, and Q sources
are quasars.

Uncertainties of all quantities used to determine the black hole
mass, bolometric luminosity, and beam power were included to
obtain the uncertainty of each of these quantities, as described
in section 2 of D19. The uncertainties 6Log(Lgqq), 0Log(Lye),
dLog(L;) listed in section 2 of D19 are propagated to obtain uncer-
tainties of all the quantities discussed in this paper using a method
identical to that described in detail in section 3.3 of D19. For the
GBH, the uncertainty of the black hole mass is small compared with
uncertainties of the bolometric disk luminosity and the beam power,
so uncertainties of the black hole mass are neglected for the GBH.
In addition, the black hole mass of a given GBH is constant during
the outflow events, and the black hole mass range for the GBH is
small, so neither the dispersion of the GBH black hole mass nor the
uncertainty of GBH black hole masses are included in Table 1.

Here, the dimensionless disk magnetic field strength, that is, the
ratio of the accretion disk field strength to the Eddington magnetic
field strength, is used to obtain the mass accretion rate in dimension-
less and physical units for each system and for each observation of
the GBH. The mass accretion rate of each source is combined with
the bolometric disk luminosity, outflow beam power, and black hole
spin function to define and study three efficiency factors associated
with each black hole system, and the properties of different samples
and types of sources are summarized in Table 1. Mass accretion
rates and bolometric efficiency factors obtained here are compared
with those obtained independently in Table 2. Results for individual
sources and observations are listed in Tables 3 - 6, and provide a
measure of the state of the system at the time of the observation,
since any given source may be time variable. Quantities are obtained
in the context of a spatially flat cosmological model with mean mass
density of non-relativistic matter relative to the critical density to-
day of Q,, = 0.3, a similarly normalized cosmological constant of
Qa = 0.7, and a value of Hubble’s constant of 70 km/s/Mpc.
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3 METHOD

3.1 The Mass Accretion Rate in Dimensionless and Physical
Units

The mass accretion rate of each source in dimensionless and phys-
ical units can be empirically determined using the results obtained
by D19 who showed that the dimensionless mass accretion rate
(dm/dt) = (B/Bgagq)®, where B is the strength of the mag-

netic field anchored in the accretion disk and Bggg o M;;fl 2
is the Eddington magnetic field strength (e.g. Rees 1984); D19
list empirically determined values of (B/Bgg4)? and B for each
source. Given the definition of the dimensionless mass accretion

rate, (dm/dr) = (dM/dt)c? /L gq. it is easy to see that

am\ ( B \* (Lgaa
(W)_(BEdd) ( c? ) ®

where Lg g4 is the Eddington luminosity of the hole, Lggq =
1.3x 1038(Mdyn/M@) erg s~!, so the mass accretion rate in phys-
ical units dM/dt can be obtained from dm/dt. The results are
summarized in Table 1.

A comparison between mass accretion rates obtained here with
those obtained independently are discussed in section 4.1 and are
shown in Table 2.

Table 1 includes the mean value and dispersion of each quan-
tity, with the dispersion measured by the one sigma standard devi-
ation of the sample or sub-sample. The uncertainty per source of
each quantity is included in (brackets) following the mean value
and dispersion of each quantity in the top part of Table 1. The un-
certainty per source of each quantity is obtained by propagating the
uncertainties sLog(Lpol), 6Log(L;), 6Log(Lggq) of the input pa-
rameters adopting a value of A ~ 0.45 for all samples, as described
in section 2.

3.2 Accretion Disk and Outflow Efficiency Factors

The efficiency factor of the accretion disk, €, is defined as

Lpoi

S am/dr) ©)

€bol
For the sources studied here, Lj,,; is determined from the [OIII]
for the FRII sources, and from the (2-10) keV X-ray luminosity for
the other samples (see D16 and D18), and the values of L;,,; listed
in Tables 2-5 from D19 are applied here. The mass accretion rate
dM /dt is obtained as described in sections 1.1 and 3.1.

A comparison between bolometric efficiency factor values,
€pol» obtained here with those obtained independently are discussed
in section 4.2 and are shown in Table 2.

The efficiency factor of the outflow, €;, is defined as

L =g; F2 (10)
(c2dMm/dr)y 7

€j

Outflow beam powers are based on the strong shock method for the
FRII sources and on the mapping from the fundamental plane of
black hole activity to the fundamental line of black hole activity
for the three other samples, as described by D18 and D19 (see also
O’Dea et al. 2009). The values of L; listed in Tables 2-5 from D19
are applied here.

A new efliciency factor that measures the relative impact of
black hole spin and the accretion disk on the Eddington-normalized

beam power, €4, is referred to as the "spin relative to disk" effi-
ciency factor. This efficiency factor is

14 = mydn)

This ratio is interesting because beam power in Eddington units may
be written as, L j/Lggq = gj(dm/dt)Fz, so the ratio F2/(dm/dr)
measures the relative impact of black hole spin and the dimension-
less mass accretion rate on the Eddington normalized outflow beam
power (see eq. 4).

The sample or sub-sample mean value and dispersion is listed
in Table 1 for each quantity, and the uncertainty per source is in-
cluded in brackets in top part of Table 1, as described in section 2
and 3.1.

an

3.3 Comparison with other Representations of Key Equations

Throughout these investigations, the total radiant luminosity of the
accretion disk is represented in the standard form Lp,,; & €01 M,
where the efficiency factor €, is not assumed to be constant (see
section 1.1). The dimensionless mass accretion rate and Eddington
mass accretion rate are defined to be 7 = M /Mg 44 and Mg g4 =
Legalct, respectively.

An equivalent representation can be obtained by absorbing the
efficiency factor into the definition of the Eddington mass accretion
rate (e.g. Yuan & Narayan 2014). If the Eddington mass accretion

rate is defined as M;Edd = Lraal(éporc?), and the dimension-

’

less mass accretion rate is defined as i’ = M /M Edd

becomes Ly o< ' Mgy, with 1it” = €411

Since both D16 and D19 empirically determined that the effi-
ciency factor €, can not be constant for the sources studied, the
first representation given by eq. (3), which allows explicit tracking
of this efficiency factor, was selected.

then Lbol

4 RESULTS

Mass accretion rates in dimensionless and physical units obtained as
described in section 3.1 and efficiency factors obtained as described
in section 3.2 are summarized in Table 1. The mean value and
dispersion (i.e. the one sigma standard deviation) for the sample,
sub-sample, or source listed in column (1) are provided for each
quantity. The estimated uncertainty per source of each quantity is
indicated in brackets following the mean value and dispersion in
the top part of the table, obtained as described in section 2 and 3.1.
The input values used to compute each quantity are obtained from
D19; for completeness, black hole mass is included in the Tables
presented here.

A comparison of mass accretion rates and bolometric effi-
ciency factors obtained independently is provided in Table 2.

Mass accretion rates, efficiency factors, and black hole masses
for each source and measurement for the S15 sample of GBH, the
D16/D19 sample of classical double (FRII) sources, the MO3 sample
of local AGN, and the NB16 sample of LINERs are listed in Tables
3,4, 5, and 6, respectively.

4.1 Mass Accretion Rates

Histograms of mass accretion rates in dimensionless and physical
units are shown in Figs. 1 - 2. The mean value and one sigma
dispersion of each sample is listed in the first part of Table 1. The
sample is indicated in column (1), the source type is indicated in
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column (2), the number of sources (or number of measurements
for GBH) included in the mean and dispersion is listed in column
(3), mean values for the mass accretion rate in dimensionless and
physical units are listed in columns (4) and (5), respectively.

For AGN the dimensionless mass accretion rates are related to
AGN type, as is evident from the values listed in the first four lines of
Table 1, as expected based on the study by Ho (2009). The 100 FRII
sources have the highest mass accretion rates for rates expressed in
both dimensionless and physical units. Part of the reason for this
is that the sample includes sources with redshifts between about
zero and two, as illustrated in Figs. 3 - 4, and the mass accretion
rate in physical units increases with redshift. The MO3 sample of
local AGN has the second highest mass accretion rate, though there
is substantial overlap between the M03 and NB16 samples for the
mass accretion rate in physical units, and between the M03 sample
and both the D19 and NB16 samples for the rate in dimensionless
units. The mean dimensionless mass accretion rate for the GBH is
similar to that for the AGN and, of course, the rate in physical units is
much smaller than that obtained for AGN. The maximum values of
the dimensionless mass accretion rate are close to unity, indicating
that all of the sources studied here are accreting at Eddington or
sub-Eddington levels. This limit is not externally imposed.

It is clear from Figs. 3 - 4 that sources with lower values of
dm/dt and dM /dt, which are evident at low redshift, drop out of
each sample as redshift increases. This effect is particularly striking
for dM/dt and is likely a selection effect whereby sources with
lower bolometric disk luminosities or lower radio luminosities that
are at larger distances and redshift require observations to lower
flux densities to be detected, and thus in flux limited surveys these
sources drop out of the sample as redshift increases. Thus, the differ-
ent distributions of dM /dt seen in Fig. 4 is affected by these redshift
selection effects. However, the upper envelope of the distributions
seen in Fig. 4 indicate the maximum mass accretion rates for each
of the source types as a function of redshift.

Some of the sources studied here have mass accretion rates ob-
tained using independent methods, such as those discussed by Jiang
etal. (2019) and Raimundo et al. (2012). These studies are based on
a detailed accretion disk model of each source. The model includes
numerous accretion disk parameters in addition to the mass accre-
tion rate. In addition, the bolometric accretion disk luminosity is
based on the optical properties of the accretion disk, and a detailed
model of the disk, as described below. Thus, the method and it’s
application are quite different from those applied here, which are
summarized in sections 1.1, 2, 3.1, and 3.2. There are 14 indepen-
dently determined values of mass accretion rates that overlap with
13 sources studied here (one source is included twice), and these are
listed in Table 2. In Table 2, J19 refers to Jiang et al. (2019), (T5)
refers to Table 5 (presented here and included below), R12(T1),
R12(T2) and R12(T3) refer to Tables 1, 2 and 3 of Raimundo et
al. (2012), respectively; the comparison of efficiency factors is dis-
cussed in section 4.2. The methods used by Jiang et al. (2019) and
Raimundo et al. (2012) are based on optical observations and have
completely different functional forms compared with those applied
here (see eq. 3 of Raimundo et al. 2012; see also Davis & Laor 2011;
and Netzer & Trakhtenbrot 2014), so their mass accretion rate and
efficiency factor determinations are independent of those obtained
here.

Values of the mass accretion rate obtained with independent
methods are similar, within factors of few, for 12 of the 14 compar-
isons (see Table 2); two sources differ by about a factor of ten. Given
the very different way that the accretion rates are obtained, this is
agreement suggests that both methods provide reliable estimates of
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mass accretion rates. Note that time variability may be a factor, as
observations used to determine the accretion rate of a given source
with different methods were obtained at different times. Thus, it is
likely that each method provides mass accretion rate estimates that
are accurate to factors of about a few.

The second part of Table 1 lists mean values and dispersions
obtained with multiple simultaneous radio and X-ray measurements
of each GBH. For the stellar-mass GBH, the dimensionless mass
accretion rates range are about 0.2 for GX-339-4; 0.1 for V404
Cyg; 0.08 for J1118+480; and 0.01 for A0 6200. These values are
consistent with expectations for black hole X-ray binaries in the
low-hard state (e.g. Skipper & McHardy 2016), and are similar
to the accretion and mass transfer rates from the companion star
to the black hole discussed by McClintock et al. (2003) and Shao
& Li (2020). The mean accretion rate in physical units for 103
measurements of 4 stellar-mass GBH is about 3 x 10_9M@yr‘1,
with three of the 4 stellar-mass GBH having quite similar values,
and one source, AQ 6200, having a lower mean value that results
from two very different accretion rates of about 5 X 107 Moyr~!
and 10~ Mg yr~! (see Table 3). The input values for the GBH were
adopted from S15, who considered GBH with simultaneous radio
and X-ray data that were in the low-hard state (see S15 for details),
thus the mass accretion rates obtained here apply to rates during that
phase. The typical values obtained here based on 76 simultaneous
radio and X-ray measurements of the source for GX 339-4 fall into a
range that is intermediate between previously reported values (e.g.
Zdziarski, Ziolkowski, & Mikolajewska, 2019), which are obtained
with methods independent of those introduced by D16 and D19, and
applied here. Similarly, values obtained here for A0 6200 and V404
Cyg are within the range of values for these sources discussed by
Lasota (2000) and Ziolkowski & Zdziarski (2018). In all cases, the
values obtained here only depend upon the identification of the term
(B/Bogq)? from eq. (1) with the empirically determined quantity
(Lpoi/LEaa)™ (see eq. 2) as discussed in detail by D19, and thus
are independent of a detailed accretion disk or mass transfer model
for the systems, so the agreement is encouraging.

Mass accretion rates for sub-types of AGN for the FRII sources
and the MO3 sources are included in the third and fourth sections of
Table 1; the sources from the NB16 sample are all one type of AGN,
LINERsS, so results from sub-types of the FRII and M03 samples
can be compared with those for the LINERS. For the FRII sources,
the quasars (Q) and W galaxies, which have weak emission lines as
defined by Grimes et al. (2004), have the highest dimensionless mass
accretion rates, though within the one sigma standard deviation for
the sub-sample the rates are similar for the different types of sources.
For the FRII sources, the rates in physical units of Mo yr~!, quasars
have the highest accretion rates, followed by HEG, W, and LEG
sources (e.g. Mingo et al. 2014; Fernandes et al. 2015).

For the M03 sample, the quasars and NS1 sources have the
highest dimensionless mass accretion rates, followed by S(1-1.9)
and S2 sources, and L1.9 - L2 sources (with the source types defined
by M03). Mean values and the dispersions of accretion rates in both
dimensionless and physical units for the MO3 L type sources are
similar to that obtained for the 576 LINERs in the NB16 sample.
Mass accretion rates in physical units of all of the M03 source types
are similar to each other and to that of the NB16 LINER sample,
with the exception of the M0O3 quasars, which have rates about an
order of magnitude larger than the other M03 source types studied
here.
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4.2 Efficiency Factors

Histograms illustrating the efficiency factors are shown in Figs. 5
- 8. The mean value and dispersion for the efficiency factors €5/,
€, the ratio €; /€p;, and €4, defined in section 3.2, are listed in
columns (6) - (9) for the samples and sources discussed in section
4.1, as described above.

The efficiency factor for the bolometric luminosity of the ac-
cretion disk, shown in Fig. 5 and listed in column (6) of Table 1
indicates a significant overlap of values for the FRII sources and
GBH. The MO03 local sample of AGN appears to split into two
components, with a break at €5, ~ —1.5. The higher efficiency
factor component is similar to that of the FRII sources, while the
lower efficiency factor component is similar to that of the NB16
LINER sample. To study this further, values of €,,; for each of
the GBH, and different categories of AGN for the FRII and M03
samples are listed in Table 1. The Q, NS1, and S(1-1.9) from the
MO3 sample overlap with the FRII sources, while the L1.9, L2, and
S2 MO3 sources overlap with the NB16. A similar trend is seen
for the dimensionless mass accretion rates. This is not the case for
the mass accretion rates in physical units, where the NB16 LINERs
and MO03 sample show significant overlap, while the FRII sources
and GBH have little overlap with other types of sources. The fact
that the mean values of €,,; for the samples are quite different, and
that the dispersion of each of the samples and subsamples is large,
indicates that a constant value of €,,; does not provide an accurate
description of these sources. Splitting the samples into sub-sets, as
shown in Table 1 for the GBH, FRII, and MO3 sources may provide a
way to estimate €, for each sub-type. Of course, the entire sample
of LINERsS is one sub-type of AGN.

The efficiency factor of radiation from the accretion disk, €5,
for some sources studied here were obtained by Raimundo et al.
(2012) using methods that are independent of those developed and
applied here. Raimundo et al. (2012) used two different methods
to obtain bolometric disk luminosities, and the resulting efficiency
factors are listed in Tables 2 and 3 of that paper, referred to here
as R12(T2) and R12(T3). A comparison of efficiency factors for
three sources that are in both R12(T2) and R12(T3) indicate that
their efficiency factors internally agree to a factor of about 1.5 -
2. Accretion disk efficiency factors for sources studied here that
overlap with those studied by Raimundo et al. (2012) are included
in columns (6) - (10) of the second part of Table 2; there (TS5)
refers to Table 5 (presented here and included below). The ratio
of values obtained here to those listed in R12(T2) and R12(T3)
are listed in columns (8) and (10) of Table 2, respectively. Most
of the sources agree to a factor of a few, which is reasonably good
agreement considering that it is similar to the internal consistency
of the comparison sample, and considering that the observations
used in the different studies were obtained at different times, and
the sources may be intrinsically time variable.

The beam power efficiency factors are shown in Fig. 6 and are
listed in column (7) of Table 1. These are proportional to F' 2 (see
eq. (10). Remarkably, the mean values of €; for all of the samples
and source types are consistent given the dispersion of each sample.
Each AGN sample has a rather broad range of values, which is
reflected in the large dispersion of each sample. Thus, though the
mean values of €; are similar for all source samples and types
studied, the large dispersion of the AGN samples and sub-types
would have to be taken into account before assuming and applying
a value for similar sources. The dispersion of the GBH is relatively
small, and the values presented here for the GBH could provide a
reliable estimate of €; (i.e. FF 2) for similar sources.

The ratio €; /€p0; (i-e. Lj/Lp,;) is shown in Fig. 7 and values
are listed in column (8) of Table 1. The values for the GBH and
FRII sources have substantial overlap, and one component of the
MO3 sources also overlaps with these sources. A long tail of values
for the M03 sample overlaps with the NB16 LINERs. This quantity
essentially separates sources into disk dominated sources and jet
dominated sources. Sources with €;/€p,; > 1 are jet dominated,
and those with €;/€p,; < 1 are disk dominated (see also D18).
Clearly, most of the LINERs and some of the M03 sources are jet
dominated, most by a very large factor of 10 to 100. Outflow from
these sources are almost certainly powered by black hole spin, as
discussed in section 1.1 (see also section 1.1 of D19). Other sources
with very large values of this quantity include AO 6200, and the
MO3 L1.9, L2, and S2 sources. Sources with values less than one
include FRII sources of all types, most of the GBH, and the M03
Q, and NS1 sources, while the S(1-1.9) sources have a mean value
near 1 and a very large dispersion.

Another measure of interest is the relative input to the
Eddington-normalized outflow beam power from black hole spin
and from the accretion disk. Eq. (1) may be written as (L j/Lg qq) =
gj(dm/dt)Fz, so one measure of this relative inputis given by €,/ 4,
defined by eq. (11). Values of this quantity are listed in column (9)
of Table 1. Almost all of the sources have values of €/ that are
greater than 1. Types that include values less than one include about
half of the FRII quasars (Q), the 3 FRII W sources, and some of the
MO3 Q and NS1 sources. This highlights the role of black hole spin
as the source that powers the outflow and that of the accretion disk
as the source that maintains the magnetic field that is anchored in
the disk and threads the black hole. Note that in the model described
by Meier (1999), both a disk wind, as in the model of Blandford &
Payne (1982), and spin energy extraction from the black hole, as in
the model of Blandford & Znajek 1977, power the outflow, and this
model is also described by eq. (1), as discussed in detail by D19
section 4 (see also Meier 1999).

5 DISCUSSION

In addition to considering histograms of quantities, it is helpful view
the redshift distributions of the sources to get a sense of contribu-
tions to the histograms from sources at different redshift. The GBH
are located in the Galaxy, so these are not including in the redshift
distributions shown in Figs. 3, 4, and 9-13. The M03 sources are
quite local, and include sources with a wide range of intrinsic pa-
rameters. The NB16 sources extend to a redshift of about 0.3, with
this cutoff imposed by NB16 for this study. The D19 sources extend
to a redshift of about 2. For some parameters, it is easy to see the
impact of missing lower luminosity sources as redshift increases,
while other parameters do not have a strong redshift dependence.
For sources that increase with redshift, the upper envelope of the
distributions provides a guide as to how parameters that describe
the most luminous and radio bright sources evolve with redshift.
Itis clear from Fig. 4 that sources at higher redshift have higher
mass accretion rates physical units, so the high mass accretion rates
seen in Fig. 2 are due to these sources. The low redshift sample
of MO3 suggests that there are sources at all accretion rates, and
that the lower luminosity sources that are associated with lower
mass accretion rates are missing at higher redshift due to the flux
limited nature of the samples that include higher redshift sources.
Fig. 3 shows the dimensionless mass accretion rate as a function of
redshift. Clearly, there is a rather sharp boundary at dm/dt = 1, and
this is not artificially imposed, but is an empirical result and reflects
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that very sharp boundary found by D16, D18, and D19 when the
bolometric disk luminosity approaches the Eddington luminosity.
While dM /dt o< Mgy, (dm/dt), the accretion disk magnetic field
strength B in physical units is obtained from B? « M;yln(dm/dt),
which accounts for the redshift distribution of FRII sources seen in
Fig. 13. This suggests a weak dependence of the disk magnetic field
strength, B, in physical units on redshift.

The efficiency factors are shown as a function of redshift in
Figs. 9 to 12. Fig. 9 reflects the fact that there are no super-Eddington
sources. There is a narrow range of values for the FRII sources with
little or no redshift evolution. It is clear that NB16 LINERs with
lower values of €,,; that are present near zero redshift have dropped
out by a redshift of about 0.3, most likely reflecting a selection
effect whereby lower luminosity sources are not included in the
sample as redshiftincreases (NB16). Redshift selection effects for €
and €; /€y, for each sample separately are much less pronounced,
especially that for €; /€7, compared with that for €,;.

6 SUMMARY & CONCLUSIONS

The outflow method allows empirical estimates of the accretion
disk magnetic field strength in Eddington units, (B/Bg44). at the
location where the magnetic field that torques the black hole is
anchored in the disk (D19). Interestingly, two key physical param-
eters describing the accretion disk can be obtained from this ratio:
the magnetic field strength in physical units, and the mass accre-
tion rate in physical units. As shown in sections 1.1 and 3.1, the
mass accretion rate in physical units is dM /dt « Lg g4 (B/Braq)>.
whereas the accretion disk magnetic field strength in physical units is
B% « LEIdd(B/BEdd)2 (D19). So, three important physical quanti-
ties that describe the accretion disk follow from empirical estimates
of (B/BE44)?: the dimensionless mass accretion rate; the mass ac-
cretion rate in physical units; and the disk magnetic field strength in
physical units (disk magnetic pressure in physical units). Here, data
for three samples of AGN, including 756 supermassive black hole
systems, and 103 measurements of 4 stellar mass black holes, re-
ferred to as GBH, are used to obtain and study mass accretion rates
and efficiency factors, while the magnetic field strength in physical
and dimensionless units are discussed by D19.

Mass accretion rates in dimensionless units can be divided into
five categories, defined here as high (Log(mi) > —0.5), medium-
high (0.5 > Log(rz) > —1.0), medium (—1.0 > Log(r1) > —1.5),
medium-low (—1.5 > Log(r) > —2.0), and low (Log(rz) < —2.0).
Broadly, sources fall into the following categories: all FRII sources
(except LEG), and M03 NS1 and Q sources have high Log(#); three
GBH (all except A06200), the D16/19 FRII LEG, and the M03 S(1-
1.9) sources have medium-high Log(ri); the MO3 S2 sources have
medium Log(r); GBH A0 6200, the NB16 LINERs, and MO3 L1.9
and L2 sources have medium-low Log(s1); a few individual sources
have low Log(ri1) (see Tables 3-6).

Mass accretion rates in physical units for the AGN studied here
seem to have distinct mean values, but with a broad dispersion, as
is evident in Fig. 2, and appear to fall into four broad categories:
high, medium, low, and very low. Sources with high mass accretion
rates, where dM /dt is in units of Mg /yr, have (Log(dM/dt) > 0)
and include FRII Q and some HEG; sources with medium rates of
about (0 > Log(dM/dt) > —1) include FRII LEG, W, and some
HEG types and M03 Q types; sources with mean values in the low
range from (-1 > Log(dM/dt) > —2) are practically absent; and
sources with very low rates of about (Log(dM/dt) < —2) include
the NB16 LINERs and all of the M03 sources except Q type. Though
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sources with mean values in the low range are practically absent,
many individual sources fall into this range and are evident in the
dispersion of the mean values of dM /dt. The GBH all have very
similar mass accretion rates of about Log(dM/dt) ~ —8.5, with a
few individual observations stretching to very low values of about
(10710 — 10711, for example one observation of A0 6200 and one
of V404 Cyg (see Table 3).

Efficiency factors associated with the bolometric luminosity
of the accretion disk have a broad range, and may be categorized as
high (Log(epo1) > —1), medium (-1 > Log(epo)) > —2), and low
(Log(€epol) < —2). Sources with high values include most or all of
the FRII sources (except about half of the FRII LEG, which fall into
the medium category), GX 339-4, about half of the observations
of V404 Cyg, and the M03 NS1 and Q sources. Sources in the
medium category include about half of the FRII LEG sources and
about half of the V404 Cyg observations, J1118+480, and the M03
S(1-1.9) and S2 types. Sources in the low category include the NB16
LINERs, A0 6200, and the M03 L1.9 and L2 types.

The mean values of efficiency factors associated with colli-
mated outflows, €;, defined in the traditional manner in terms of
mass accretion rate, have a small range of mean values and a large
dispersion per sample (see the first four lines of Table 1 and Fig.
6). This efficiency factor measures the beam power relative to the
mass accretion rate in physical units. In the spin powered outflow
model described in section 1.1, the accretion disk plays the role
of maintaining the magnetic field; the field is anchored in the disk
and threads the black hole, exerting a torque and producing the
outflow (Blandford & Znajek 1977), while it is the spin energy of
the hole that powers the outflow. In the Meier model (1999), the
outflow is powered by both the spin of the black hole and a disk
wind, with the disk wind component similar to that of Blandford
& Payne model (1982). The Meier model has the same functional
form as the Blandford & Znajek model, but has a different constant
of proportionality, and thus is described by eq. (1), as discussed in
detail by D19.

A measure of the outflow power sourced to the black hole spin
relative to that contributed by the disk is the efficiency factor €/,
listed in column (9) of Table 1. All of the samples, and most of the
sub-samples, have mean values of Log(es/q) > 0, indicating that
most of the outflow beam power originates from the black hole spin.
The exceptions are the 3 FRII W sources, and a subset of the 20
MO03 NS1 and Q sources.

The ratio €;/€po1 = Lj/Lpor Was studied in detail by D18.
As discussed in that work, sources with €;/e,; > 1 are jet dom-
inated sources, while those with €;/ep,; < 1 are disk dominated
sources. The results obtained by D18 align quite well with previ-
ously published results, such as those discussed by Heckman & Best
(2014) and NB16. The results obtained here indicate that both disk-
dominated and jet-dominated sources have outflow beam powers
with a spin term that exceeds the disk term, indicated by a value of
(€5/q) > 1. Thatis, almost all of the sources with €; /€,,; > 1 have
(€5/4) > 1, and many sources with €; /€5 < 1 have (&/4) > 1
including three of the GBH, all of the FRII sources except the W
types, and almost all of the MO3 types except NS1 and Q.

Parameters with a dispersion that is not too large could provide
estimates of this parameter for additional sources of the same type.
If the parameter evolves with redshift, then this should only be
applied to sources of the same type within a similar redshift range.
To identify such source types, consider quantities with a dispersion
less than about 0.5 dex to one significant figure. This suggests that
the quantities that could be applied to other sources of the same
type are: for NB16 LINERs, Log(ri), Log(dM/dt), and €;; for
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FRII sources, Log(ri), €por» €j, and €s/d> for M03 sources, none
for the full sample but may be applied to sub-samples; for the GBH,
Log (1), Log(dM/dt), €poy, €, and €5 /4. The results obtained here
suggest that black hole systems with powerful outflows provide
an interesting and important guide for mass accretion rates and
efficiency factors that may be applied to additional sources for some
source types.
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Table 1. Mean Value and Dispersion of Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for each Sample, Sub-Sample, or Source; the uncertainty per
source of each quantity is indicated in (brackets) in the top part of the Table.

M @ 3 @ 3) ©) @) ®) ©) (10)

Log Log Log Log Log Log Log
Sample type N (dm/dt) (dM /dt) (€bol) ) (€¢j/€evor) (€s/a) (Mayn)
or Source (Mg/yr) (M)
NB16 AGN 576 —1.67 £0.42(0.20) -2.24 £ 0.51(0.23) -2.21 £0.56(0.24) —1.07 £ 0.47(0.28) 1.14 £ 0.73(0.31) 1.60 £ 0.64(0.29) 8.07 £ 0.50(0.35)
D16/D19 AGN 100 —-0.38 £0.34(0.24)  0.09 + 0.60(0.26) -0.48 £0.43(0.29) —1.15+0.38(0.29) —-0.67 +£0.57(0.40) 0.23 £0.51(0.37)  9.11 £0.41(0.35)
MO03 AGN 80 —1.17 £ 0.84(0.26) —1.97 £ 0.99(0.30) —1.68 £ 1.22(0.32) -1.33 £0.71(0.38) 0.35 + 1.40(0.36) 0.83 £ 1.10(0.35) 7.84 £ 0.81(0.50)
S15 GBH 103 -0.74 £0.46(0.12)  —-8.56 +0.45(0.12)  —-0.84 £0.52(0.15) —1.34+£0.18(0.14)  —0.51 £0.56(0.28)  0.40 £ 0.50(0.25)  0.83 £0.09
GX 339-4 GBH 76 -0.65 +0.36 -8.52 +0.36 -0.74 £ 0.40 -1.35+0.13 -0.61 +£0.41 0.31 £0.37 0.78
V404 Cyg GBH 20 —0.88 +0.47 -8.53 £0.47 -0.99 £ 0.53 -1.20+£0.12 -0.21 £0.62 0.68 £ 0.56 1.00
J11184480 GBH 5 —1.08 +0.02 —8.85 +0.02 -1.22 +0.04 —1.86 + 0.02 -0.63 +0.06 0.23 +£0.04 0.88
A0 6200 GBH 2 -1.85+1.97 -9.68 +£1.97 -2.08 +£2.23 -1.21 +£0.05 0.88 +2.28 1.66 £ 2.01 0.82
FRII w 3 —-0.16 + 0.31 —-0.28 +0.19 -0.20 +0.39 —-1.41+£0.26 —-1.21 £0.36 -0.25 +0.30 8.52 £ 0.24(0.35)
FRII Q 29 -0.18 £ 0.21 0.53 £ 0.38 -0.23 £ 0.27 —1.12+£0.38 —0.88 +£0.42 0.07 £0.40 9.36 + 0.46(0.40)
FRII HEG 55 —-0.40 +0.31 0.03 +£0.54 -0.51 £ 0.40 —1.16 + 0.38 —0.65 +0.58 0.24 +£0.52 9.07 £ 0.33(0.35)
FRII LEG 13 -0.78 £0.32 —0.58 £0.52 -0.99 £ 0.41 —1.14 £0.37 -0.15+£0.53 0.64 £0.47 8.84 +£0.31(0.35)
MO03 NS1 7 -0.24 £ 0.31 —-1.99 + 0.63 -0.35+0.45 —-1.35+0.49 —1.00 + 0.61 -0.11 £0.54 6.90 £ 0.63(0.50)
MO03 Q 13 -0.33 £0.20 —0.85 £ 0.46 -0.47 £0.29 —1.50 £ 0.91 -1.02 +£0.79 -0.17 £0.82 8.13 £ 0.42(0.50)
MO03 S(1-1.9) 17 —0.89 +0.66 -2.03 +£0.71 -1.27 £0.95 -1.30+£0.76 -0.03 £1.07 0.58 £ 0.89 7.50 £ 0.46(0.50)
MO3 S2 22 —-1.27 £ 0.54 -2.17 £ 0.96 -1.83 +0.77 —-1.20 £ 0.70 0.63 = 1.09 1.07 £ 0.92 7.75 £ 0.90(0.50)
MO03 L1.9 10 -1.92 £0.36 -2.19+£0.71 -2.75+£0.52 —1.34 £ 0.66 1.41 £0.85 1.57 £0.76 8.37 £ 0.66(0.50)
MO03 L2 10 -2.09 +0.40 —2.26 + 0.65 -3.00 £ 0.58 -1.42+0.74 1.58 £1.02 1.66 +£ 0.90 8.47 £ 0.75(0.50)
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Figure 1. Histograms of the dimensionless mass accretionrate, m = dm/dt.
Here and throughout the paper, the NB 16 sample of 576 LINERs is shown
in green; the D16/D19 sample of 100 FRII sources is shown in black; the
MO3 local sample of 80 AGN is shown in red; and the S15 sample of 103

measurements of 4 GBH is shown in blue.
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Figure 2. Histograms of the mass accretion rate, d M /dt, in physical units

of solar masses per year; sample colors are as in Fig. 1.
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Figure 3. The dimensionless mass accretion rate, dm/dt, is shown as a
function of (1 + z) for the AGN samples. Classical double (FRII) LEG,
HEG, and quasar (Q) source types are shown in black as open squares, open
circles, and open stars, respectively. M03 and NB16 sources are shown as
red and green open circles, respectively.
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Figure 4. The mass accretion rate, d M /dt, in physical units of solar masses
per year is shown as a function of (1 + z) for the AGN samples; colors and

symbols are as in Fig. 3.

MNRAS 000, 1-30 (2020)



Black Hole Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors 11

Table 2. Comparison of Accretion Rates and Bolometric Efficiency Factors Obtained Here with Independently Determined Values (see section 4).

)] (@) 3 “) &)
Source Type J19 This Work (T5)  Ratio
(dm/dt) (dm/dt) (T5)J19
Ark 564 NS1 1.70 2.21 1.30
Mrk 279 S1.5  0.75 0.48 0.64
Mrk 335 NS1  0.74 0.51 0.69
Mrk 590 S1.2  0.31 0.61 1.97
PG 0804 +761 Q 1.13 0.43 0.38
PG 0844 +349 Q 1.20 0.42 0.35
PG 1229+204 Q 0.50 0.65 1.29
PG 1426 +015 Q 0.28 0.21 0.75
(1 (@) 3) (4) (5) (6) (N ®) ©) (10
Source Type RI12(T1) This Work (T5)  Ratio R12 (T3)  This Work (T5)  Ratio R12 (T2) Ratio
(dM /dt) (dM /dt) (TSY/RI12ATL)  €por €pol (TSYRI2AT3)  epor (TS)/R12(T2)
(Mg yr™") (Mo yr™")
Mrk 279 S1.5  0.045 0.045 1.00 0.25 0.35 1.40
Mrk 509 NS1  0.095 0.082 0.86 0.29 0.37 1.28 0.46 0.80
NGC 5548 S1.5  0.006 0.067 11.64 0.98 0.16 0.16
NGC 7469 S1 0.083 0.010 0.12 0.21 0.60 2.86 0.26 2.31
3C 120 S1 0.178 0.065 0.37 0.16 0.42 2.63
3C 390.3 S1 0.062 0.202 3.28 0.36 0.15 0.42
80
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Figure 5. Histograms of the bolometric efficiency factor, €57, defined by Figure 6. Histograms of the outflow efficiency factor, €;, defined in the
eq. (9) (see also eq. (5)); sample colors are as in Fig. 1. traditional manner (see eq. 10); sample colors are as in Fig. 1.
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Figure 7. Histograms of the ratio of the outflow to the bolometric efficiency Figure 9. The bolometric efficiency factor, €p0y, is shown as a function of
factor, €/ €poi, or Lj/Lpop; sample colors are as in Fig. 1. (1 + z) for the AGN samples; colors and symbols are as in Fig. 3.
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Figure 8. Histograms of the "spin relative to disk" efficiency factor, €54, Figure 10. The outflow efficiency factor, €;, is shown as a function of (1+2z)
defined by eq. (11) that measures the relative contribution of spin and di- for the AGN samples; colors and symbols are as in Fig. 3.

mensionless mass accretion rate to the Eddington normalized beam power,
Lj/LEgqa; sample colors are as in Fig. 1.
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Figure 11. The ratio of the outflow to the bolometric efficiency factor, Figure 13. The accretion disk magnetic field strength at the location where
€j/€por = Lj/Lpoi,is shown as a function of (1+z) for the AGN samples; the field that taps the black hole spin is anchored in the disk in units of 10*
colors and symbols are as in Fig. 3. G as a function of (1 + z) for the AGN samples; colors and symbols are as

in Fig. 3.
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Figure 12. The spin relative to disk efficiency factor, €5/, is shown as a
function of (1 + z) for the AGN samples; colors and symbols are as in Fig.
3.
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Table 3. Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for Stellar-Mass Galactic Black Holes in X-ray Binary Systems.

@)

2

3)

“)

)

(6)

O]

®)

Log Log Log Log Log Log Log

Source (dm/dt) (dM /dt) (ébol) (€j) (€j/€por) (€s/a) (Myn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

GX339-4 -0.38 -8.25 —-0.45 —-1.43 -0.98 —0.04 0.78
GX339-4 -0.38 -8.25 —0.44 —-1.43 -0.99 —-0.04 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.58 —8.45 -0.67 -1.29 -0.62 0.30 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.66 -8.53 -0.72 -1.21 —-0.49 0.44 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.92 -8.79 -1.03 -1.35 -0.32 0.56 0.78
GX339-4 -0.68 -8.55 -0.77 -1.48 -0.71 0.20 0.78
GX339-4 -0.40 -8.27 —0.47 —-1.44 -0.97 —-0.04 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.40 -8.27 -0.45 —1.43 —-0.98 -0.04 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.74 —-8.61 -0.82 -1.24 —0.42 0.50 0.78
GX339-4 -0.76 -8.63 —-0.85 —-1.24 -0.39 0.52 0.78
GX339-4 -0.56 -8.43 —0.62 -1.19 -0.57 0.36 0.78
GX339-4 -0.92 -8.79 -1.05 -1.35 -0.30 0.58 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.32 -8.19 -0.36 -1.38 -1.02 -0.06 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.42 -8.29 -0.49 -1.34 —-0.85 0.10 0.78
GX339-4 -0.72 -8.59 —-0.80 -1.37 -0.57 0.34 0.78
GX339-4 -1.22 -9.09 -1.39 -1.17 0.22 1.06 0.78
GX339-4 -0.50 -8.37 —-0.55 -1.32 -0.77 0.18 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.82 —8.69 -0.94 —-1.46 -0.52 0.36 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.88 -8.75 -1.00 —1.44 —-0.44 0.44 0.78
GX339-4 -1.02 -8.89 -1.15 —-1.45 -0.30 0.58 0.78
GX339-4 -0.88 -8.75 —-1.01 —-1.43 -0.42 0.46 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.98 -8.85 -1.11 -1.76 —-0.65 0.22 0.78
GX 339 -4 -1.14 -9.01 -1.31 -1.36 —-0.05 0.80 0.78
GX 339 -4 -1.24 -9.11 -1.38 -1.26 0.12 0.98 0.78
GX339-4 -1.00 -8.87 —-1.13 -1.31 -0.18 0.68 0.78
GX339-4 -1.02 -8.89 —-1.14 -1.29 -0.15 0.74 0.78
GX 339 -4 -1.10 -8.97 -1.23 -1.64 —0.41 0.46 0.78
GX 339 -4 -1.26 -9.13 -1.42 -1.13 0.29 1.14 0.78
GX339-4 -0.72 -8.59 -0.79 -1.28 -0.49 0.44 0.78
GX339-4 -0.78 -8.65 —-0.86 -1.25 -0.39 0.52 0.78
GX339-4 -0.70 -8.57 —-0.80 -1.17 -0.37 0.54 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.86 -8.73 —-0.98 -1.37 -0.39 0.50 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.82 —8.69 -0.91 -1.32 —-0.41 0.48 0.78
GX339-4 -0.82 -8.69 -0.94 -1.35 -0.41 0.48 0.78
GX339-4 -0.76 -8.63 —0.87 -1.28 -0.41 0.48 0.78
GX339-4 -0.04 -7.91 —-0.03 -1.31 -1.28 —-0.28 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.04 -7.91 —-0.05 -1.34 -1.29 -0.30 0.78
GX 339 -4 -1.16 -9.03 -1.32 —-1.51 -0.19 0.66 0.78
GX339-4 -0.92 -8.79 —-1.04 -1.40 -0.36 0.52 0.78
GX339-4 -0.28 -8.15 —-0.33 -1.35 -1.02 —-0.06 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.28 -8.15 -0.33 -1.38 -1.05 -0.10 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.24 -8.11 —-0.28 -1.35 -1.07 -0.10 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.22 -8.09 -0.27 -1.35 —-1.08 -0.12 0.78
GX339-4 -0.18 -8.05 —-0.20 -1.32 -1.12 —0.14 0.78
GX339-4 -0.14 -8.01 —-0.17 -1.32 -1.15 —-0.18 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.12 -7.99 -0.13 -1.26 -1.13 -0.14 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.10 -7.97 -0.12 -1.23 -1.11 -0.14 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.10 -7.97 -0.09 -1.24 -1.15 -0.16 0.78
GX339-4 -0.08 -7.95 —-0.10 -1.31 -1.21 -0.22 0.78
GX339-4 -0.56 -8.43 —0.62 -1.28 -0.66 0.28 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.22 -8.09 -0.25 —-1.51 -1.26 —-0.28 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.04 -7.91 —-0.05 —1.47 —1.42 -0.42 0.78
GX339-4 -0.16 -8.03 —-0.18 -1.50 -1.32 -0.34 0.78
GX339-4 -1.20 -9.07 -1.36 -1.31 0.05 0.90 0.78
GX339-4 -1.12 -8.99 -1.27 -1.34 -0.07 0.78 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.92 -8.79 -1.05 —-1.51 —-0.46 0.42 0.78
GX 339 -4 -1.14 -9.01 -1.29 —-1.40 —0.11 0.74 0.78
GX339-4 —-1.14 -9.01 -1.29 -1.38 -0.09 0.76 0.78
GX339-4 -0.68 -8.55 —-0.75 -1.39 -0.64 0.28 0.78
GX339-4 -0.60 -8.47 —0.66 -1.36 -0.70 0.24 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.80 -8.67 -0.90 -1.37 —-0.47 0.42 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.74 -8.61 —-0.83 —1.43 —-0.60 0.30 0.78
GX339-4 -0.80 -8.67 -0.92 -1.36 -0.44 0.44 0.78
GX339-4 -0.82 -8.69 —-0.91 -1.36 -0.45 0.46 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.56 —8.43 -0.63 -1.20 —-0.57 0.36 0.78
GX 339 -4 -1.04 -8.91 -1.19 -1.94 -0.75 0.10 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.86 -8.73 —-0.98 -1.18 -0.20 0.68 0.78
GX339-4 -0.78 -8.65 —-0.90 -1.18 -0.28 0.62 0.78
GX339-4 -0.72 —-8.59 —-0.80 —-1.19 -0.39 0.52 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.66 -8.53 -0.75 -1.23 —0.48 0.44 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.62 —8.49 -0.70 -1.24 -0.54 0.38 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.06 -7.93 —-0.08 -1.29 -1.21 -0.24 0.78
GX339-4  —-0.08 -7.95 -0.09 -1.28 —-1.19 —-0.20 0.78
GX339-4  —-0.08 -7.95 —-0.10 -1.27 —-1.17 —-0.18 0.78
GX 339 -4 —-0.96 -8.83 -1.08 -1.30 -0.22 0.66 0.78
GX 339 -4 -0.92 -8.79 -1.03 -1.24 -0.21 0.66 0.78
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Table 3 — continued Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for Stellar-Mass Galactic Black Holes in X-ray Binary Systems.

Black Hole Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors

(1)

()

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

O]

(8)

Log Log Log Log Log Log Log

Source (dm/dr) (dM /dt) (€pol) (€;) (€j/€vor) (€s/a) (Myn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

XTE J 1118 + 480 —-1.06 -8.83 -1.18 —-1.88 —-0.70 0.18 0.88
XTE J 1118 + 480 —-1.10 -8.87 -1.25 —-1.84 —-0.59 0.26 0.88
XTE J1118 +480 -1.10 -8.87 -1.24 -1.84 -0.60 0.26 0.88
XTE J1118 +480 -1.10 -8.87 -1.26 -1.84 -0.58 0.26 0.88
XTE J1118 +480 -1.06 -8.83 -1.19 -1.88 -0.69 0.18 0.88
V404 Cyg —-0.54 -8.19 -0.60 -1.29 —-0.69 0.24 1.00
V404 Cyg -2.60 —-10.25 -2.92 —-0.86 2.06 2.74 1.00
V404 Cyg -0.54 -8.19 —-0.61 -1.28 -0.67 0.26 1.00
V404 Cyg -0.70 -8.35 -0.79 -1.34 -0.55 0.36 1.00
V404 Cyg —0.58 -8.23 -0.65 —-1.12 —0.47 0.46 1.00
V404 Cyg —-0.90 -8.55 -1.02 -1.29 -0.27 0.62 1.00
V404 Cyg —0.58 -8.23 -0.66 —-1.08 —0.42 0.50 1.00
V404 Cyg -1.24 -8.89 —-1.40 -1.11 0.29 1.14 1.00
V404 Cyg —-0.88 -8.53 —-0.98 -1.25 -0.27 0.62 1.00
V404 Cyg —-0.90 —-8.55 -1.02 -1.27 —-0.25 0.64 1.00
V404 Cyg —0.66 —-8.31 -0.73 -1.33 —-0.60 0.32 1.00
V404 Cyg -0.78 —-8.43 -0.88 -1.19 —-0.31 0.60 1.00
V404 Cyg -0.94 -8.59 -1.07 -1.25 -0.18 0.70 1.00
V404 Cyg —-0.88 -8.53 -1.00 -1.30 -0.30 0.58 1.00
V404 Cyg —-0.56 -8.21 -0.62 -1.27 —-0.65 0.28 1.00
V404 Cyg —0.44 -8.09 -0.49 -1.15 —0.66 0.28 1.00
V404 Cyg -1.30 -8.95 —-1.46 -1.14 0.32 1.16 1.00
V404 Cyg -1.18 -8.83 -1.33 -1.10 0.23 1.08 1.00
V404 Cyg -0.82 -8.47 -0.92 -1.26 -0.34 0.56 1.00
V404 Cyg —-0.56 -8.21 -0.61 —-1.13 -0.52 0.42 1.00
A0 6200 -3.24 —-11.07 -3.66 —-1.17 2.49 3.08 0.82
A0 6200 -0.46 -8.29 -0.50 -1.24 -0.74 0.24 0.82
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Table 4. Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the Classical Double (FRII) Sources.

@)

2

3)

“)

(5)

(6)

O]

(®)

©)

(10)

Log Log Log Log Log Log Log

Source  type 2 (dm/d) — (AMdD)  (epop) (&)  (f)epor) (&)  (Mayn)
(Mo /yr) (Mo)

3C33 HEG 0.059 —0.46 —-0.54 —-0.58 -1.83 -1.25 -0.37 8.56
3C 192 HEG 0.059 —-0.57 —0.81 -0.73 -1.90 —-1.17 -0.33 8.41
3C 285 HEG 0.079 —1.00 -1.12 -1.28 —1.60 -0.32 0.40 8.53
3C 452 HEG 0.081 -0.77 -0.70 -0.98 —1.44 -0.47 0.32 8.71
3C 388 HEG 0.09 —1.24 —1.05 —1.58 —1.30 0.28 0.94 8.84
3C 321 HEG 0.096 —-0.49 —-0.35 —0.62 -2.18 —-1.56 -0.69 8.78
3C 433 HEG 0.101 —-1.18 —-0.87 —-1.51 -1.09  0.42 1.09 8.96
3C 20 HEG 0.174 -0.85 -0.92 —1.08 -0.73 0.36 1.13 8.58
3C28 HEG 0.195 —0.65 —0.42 -0.83 —1.46 -0.63 0.19 8.87
3C 349 HEG 0.205 —-0.69 -0.78 —0.88 -1.16 -0.28 0.53 8.56
3C 436 HEG 0.214 -0.77 —-0.57 -0.99 -1.22 —-0.23 0.56 8.85
3C 171 HEG 0.238 -0.23 -0.28 -0.29 -1.39 —-1.10 -0.16 8.60
3C 284 HEG 0.239 -0.49 -0.25 -0.63 —1.61 -0.98 -0.11 8.89
3C 300 HEG 0.27 -0.35 -0.44 —-0.45 -1.16 -0.70 0.20 8.56
3C 438 HEG 0.29 —-0.91 —0.45 -1.16 -0.76  0.41 1.16 9.11
3C 299 HEG 0.367 —-0.08 —-0.15 —-0.10 -1.37 —-1.26 -0.29 8.57
3C 42 HEG 0.395 —-0.65 —-0.35 —0.82 -1.09 -0.27 0.56 8.94
3C 16 HEG 0.405 -0.56 -0.54 -0.71 -0.88 -0.17 0.68 8.66
3C274.1 HEG 0.422 -0.94 —0.65 -1.20 —0.60 0.60 1.34 8.93
3C 457 HEG 0.428 —-0.39 -0.23 —-0.49 -1.08 —0.58 0.31 8.80
3C244.1 HEG 0.428 -0.23 0.11 -0.29 -1.73 —1.44 -0.50 8.98
3C 46 HEG 0.437 -0.42 0.12 -0.54 —1.49 -0.95 -0.07 9.19
3C 341 HEG 0.448 -0.35 0.03 -0.44 -1.39 -0.95 -0.04 9.02
3C172 HEG 0.519 -0.17 0.08 -0.21 -1.35 -1.14 -0.18 8.89
3C 330 HEG 0.549 —-0.05 0.42 —-0.06 -1.28 —-1.21 -0.23 9.11
3C 49 HEG 0.621 —-0.39 0.07 —-0.50 —-1.21 —-0.71 0.18 9.11
3C 337 HEG 0.635 -0.78 —0.46 -0.99 -0.99 0.00 0.79 8.96
3C 34 HEG 0.69 0.12 0.69 0.15 —1.64 -1.79 -0.76 9.21
3C 441 HEG 0.708 —-0.50 0.10 —0.64 -1.05 —0.41 0.45 9.24
3C 247 HEG 0.749 —-0.27 0.49 —-0.35 -1.71 -1.36 -0.44 9.41
3C277.2  HEG 0.766 —-0.01 0.39 —-0.01 -1.22 —-1.21 -0.21 9.04
3C 340 HEG 0.775 -0.28 0.11 -0.36 —1.05 -0.69 0.23 9.04
3C 352 HEG 0.806 -0.05 0.51 -0.06 -1.34 —1.28 —-0.30 9.20
3C263.1 HEG 0.824 -0.23 0.39 —-0.30 —-1.04 -0.74 0.19 9.27
3C217 HEG 0.897 —-0.05 0.12 —-0.07 —-0.89 —0.82 0.16 8.82
3C175.1 HEG 0.92 —-0.31 0.14 —-0.39 —-0.85 —0.46 0.46 9.09
3C 289 HEG 0.967 -0.68 0.11 -0.86 -0.94 —-0.08 0.74 9.43
3C 280 HEG 0.996 0.06 0.85 0.08 —1.88 -1.96 -0.94 9.43
3C 356 HEG 1.079 -0.32 0.48 —0.41 —-0.83 —0.42 0.49 9.45
3C252 HEG 1.103 —0.11 0.54 —-0.15 -1.07 —-0.93 0.04 9.30
3C 368 HEG 1.132 -0.15 0.66 -0.19 -1.03 -0.84 0.12 9.45
3C 267 HEG 1.14 -0.25 0.49 -0.32 -0.97 —-0.65 0.28 9.39
3C 324 HEG 1.206 -0.25 0.67 -0.32 -1.24 -0.92 0.01 9.56
3C 266 HEG 1.275 0.03 0.75 0.03 -1.16 -1.19 -0.19 9.37
3C13 HEG 1.351 —-0.21 0.74 -0.27 -1.09 —-0.83 0.12 9.60
4C 13.66 HEG 1.45 —-0.06 0.49 -0.08 -0.84 -0.77 0.22 9.20
3C 437 HEG 1.48 -0.26 0.48 -0.33 -0.38 -0.05 0.88 9.38
3C 241 HEG 1.617 -0.17 0.75 -0.22 -0.95 -0.73 0.22 9.57
3C 470 HEG 1.653 —0.48 0.32 —0.61 —-0.61 —-0.01 0.86 9.44
3C322 HEG 1.681 —-0.49 0.38 —0.62 —0.43 0.19 1.06 9.51
3C 239 HEG 1.781 -0.33 0.59 -0.42 —0.66 -0.24 0.67 9.57
3C 294 HEG 1.786 -0.03 0.79 -0.03 -0.90 -0.87 0.13 9.46
3C225B HEG 0.582 -0.29 0.06 —-0.38 —-0.94 —-0.56 0.36 9.00
3C55 HEG 0.735 —-0.50 0.01 —0.64 -0.52  0.12 0.98 9.16
3C 68.2 HEG 1.575 —-0.25 0.65 —-0.31 -1.09 -0.77 0.16 9.54
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Table 4 — continued Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the Classical Double (FRII) Sources.

Black Hole Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors

@)

2

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

O]

(®)

©)

(10)

Log Log Log Log Log Log Log

Source  type 2 (dmjd) — (AMdD)  (epop) (&)  (6j)epor) (&) (Mayp)
(Mo /yr) (Mo)

3C35 LEG 0.067 -1.37 -1.36 -1.74 —-1.51 0.23 0.86 8.65
3C 326 LEG 0.088 -0.97 —-1.24 —-1.24 -1.18  0.06 0.79 8.38
3C 236 LEG 0.099 -1.24 -1.07 -1.57 —1.41 0.17 0.83 8.81
4C 12.03 LEG 0.156 -1.08 -0.87 -1.37 -1.37 0.00 0.70 8.85
3C 319 LEG 0.192 —-0.81 -1.13 -1.03 -0.79 0.24 1.02 8.32
3C 132 LEG 0.214 -0.64 —-0.55 -0.82 -1.35 —-0.53 0.29 8.74
3C 123 LEG 0.218 -0.73 —-0.56 -0.93 -0.37  0.56 1.36 8.82
3C 153 LEG 0.277 -0.52 -0.23 —0.66 —1.42 -0.76 0.10 8.94
4C 14.27 LEG 0.392 -0.61 -0.52 -0.77 -0.93 -0.16 0.67 8.73
3C 200 LEG 0.458 -0.45 —-0.15 -0.57 —-1.18 —-0.60 0.27 8.94
3C 295 LEG 0.461 -0.90 —-0.08 —-1.14 -0.54  0.60 1.35 9.46
3C 19 LEG 0.482 -0.53 —-0.01 -0.67 -1.28 —-0.60 0.25 9.16
3C427.1 LEG 0.572 -0.29 0.23 -0.37 —1.49 -1.12 -0.20 9.16
3C 249.1 Q 0.311 -0.22 0.44 -0.27 -2.11 —1.84 -0.90 9.30
3C 351 Q 0.371 -0.54 0.31 -0.69 -1.76 -1.07 -0.22 9.50
3C215 Q 0.411 -0.12 —0.47 -0.16 -0.92 —-0.76 0.20 8.30
3C 47 Q 0.425 -0.22 0.34 -0.27 —1.41 —-1.13 -0.19 9.20
3C 334 Q 0.555 —-0.40 0.66 —-0.50 —1.62 -1.12 -0.23 9.70
3C275.1 Q 0.557 0.04 -0.30 0.05 —1.51 —1.56 —-0.55 8.30
3C 263 Q 0.646  0.02 0.47 0.02 —-1.40 —1.42 —0.41 9.10
3C 207 Q 0.684 -0.01 —-0.15 -0.01 —-0.76 —-0.75 0.25 8.50
3C 254 Q 0.734 -0.07 0.59 -0.09 —1.54 —1.45 -0.47 9.30
3C 175 Q 0.768 —-0.60 0.65 -0.77 -1.30 -0.54 0.30 9.90
3C 196 Q 0.871 -0.48 0.48 -0.61 -0.62 —-0.01 0.86 9.60
3C 309.1 Q 0.904  0.01 0.47 0.02 —-1.04 -1.05 —-0.05 9.10
3C 336 Q 0.927 -0.14 0.42 -0.17 -1.16 -0.99 —-0.03 9.20
3C 245 Q 1.029 —-0.20 0.55 -0.26 -1.12 -0.86 0.09 9.40
3C212 Q 1.049 -0.13 0.43 -0.16 -0.92 -0.76 0.21 9.20
3C 186 Q 1.063 -0.10 0.75 -0.13 -1.20 -1.07 —-0.10 9.50
3C 208 Q 1.11 -0.22 0.53 -0.29 -0.93 —0.64 0.30 9.40
3C 204 Q 1.112 -0.38 0.47 -0.49 —-1.00 -0.52 0.38 9.50
3C 190 Q 1.197 0.18 0.23 0.22 —-0.61 -0.83 0.22 8.70
3C68.1 Q 1.238 —-0.51 0.75 —-0.65 -0.89 -0.24 0.62 9.90
4C 1649 Q 1.296 -0.46 0.69 -0.59 —1.11 -0.52 0.35 9.80
3C 181 Q 1.382  0.09 1.04 0.11 -1.29 —-1.40 —-0.37 9.60
3C2684 Q 1.4 -0.05 1.10 -0.07 -0.94 —-0.87 0.11 9.80
3C 14 Q 1.469 -0.04 0.72 —-0.05 -1.09 —1.04 -0.05 9.40
3C 270.1 Q 1.519 -0.03 0.33 -0.03 -0.19 -0.15 0.84 9.00
3C 205 Q 1.534 -0.07 0.88 -0.10 —-1.12 -1.03 —-0.05 9.60
3C 432 Q 1.805 —-0.44 1.02 -0.55 —-1.13 —0.58 0.30 10.10
3C 191 Q 1.956 -0.03 1.03 -0.03 —1.01 -0.98 0.02 9.70
3C9 Q 2.012 -0.23 0.93 -0.29 -0.71 -0.42 0.52 9.80
3C 223 w 0.136 -0.34 -0.50 -0.43 -1.71 —1.28 -0.37 8.48
3C79 w 0.255 -0.33 —-0.20 -0.43 -1.25 —0.82 0.09 8.78
3C 109 w 0.305 0.20 —-0.15 0.25 -1.28 —-1.54 —0.48 8.30
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Table 5. Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the M03 Local Sample of AGN.

@)

()

(3)

“)

)

(6)

(@)

®)

©)

(10)

Log Log Log Log Log Log Log

Source type DMpe)  (dm/dt) — (dM]dt)  (€por)  (€) (€j/epor)  (€1a)  (Mayn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

Ark 564 NSI 106 0.34 -2.27 0.50 -0.87 -1.37 -0.22 6.03
Cyg A S2/L2 240 -0.84 -0.09 -1.21 -1.00  0.21 0.84 9.40
1C 1459 L2 31 -2.14 -1.79 -3.07 —-0.55 2.52 2.58 9.00
1C 4296 L1.9 201 -1.96 —-1.51 -2.81 —-0.85 1.96 2.10 9.10
1C4329A S1 70 0.06 -1.89 0.10 —1.00 -1.10 -0.07 6.69
Mrk 3 S2 56 -1.22 -1.06 -1.76 -1.17  0.59 1.05 8.81
Mrk 279 S1.5 136 -0.32 -1.35 -0.45 -1.66  -1.21 -0.35 7.62
Mrk 335 NS1 115 -0.29 —-1.80 —0.42 -1.58 -1.16 -0.29 7.14
Mrk 348 S2 64 -0.49 -1.97 -0.70 -0.38 0.32 1.11 7.17
Mrk 478 NSI 339 -0.12 -1.47 -0.18 -1.57 -1.39 -0.44 7.30
Mrk 507 NS1 231 -0.41 -1.96 -0.59 -1.05  -0.46 0.36 7.10
Mrk 509 NS1 154 -0.30 -1.09 -0.43 -2.27 -1.84 -0.98 7.86
Mrk 590 S1.2 117 -0.21 -1.63 -0.31 —1.44 -1.13 -0.23 7.23
Mrk 766 NS1 55 -0.25 -2.26 -0.36 -1.09 -0.73 0.16 6.64
NGC 315 L1.9 71 -1.76 -1.31 -2.53 -0.52  2.01 2.23 9.10
NGC 1052 L1.9 21 —-1.47 -1.83 -2.12 -0.40 1.72 2.07 8.29
NGC 1068 S1.9 15 -1.26 -2.71 -1.81 -0.06 175 2.20 7.20
NGC 1275 S2 75 -0.87 -0.87 —1.24 0.01 1.25 1.87 8.64
NGC 1365 S1.8 23 -1.29 -3.07 -1.85 0.07 1.92 2.36 6.87
NGC 1386 S2 12 —-1.41 -2.86 -2.02 -1.66  0.36 0.74 7.20
NGC 1667 S2 66 -1.95 -2.67 -2.80 -1.39 1.41 1.56 7.93
NGC 2110 S2 33 —1.10 -1.34 —1.58 -1.52 0.06 0.57 8.41
NGC 2273 S2 30 -1.13 -2.50 —1.61 -1.19 0.42 0.92 7.27
NGC 2787 L1.9 8 -2.49 -3.54 -3.57 —-0.60 2.97 2.88 7.59
NGC 2841 L2 13 -2.88 -3.11 —4.15 -1.92 2.23 1.96 8.42
NGC 2992 S2 33 -1.03 -1.93 -1.49 -1.19  0.30 0.85 7.75
NGC 3031 S1.5 4 -1.95 -2.81 -2.81 -1.62 1.19 1.33 7.79
NGC 3079 S2 22 -1.77 -2.77 -2.55 -0.53 2.02 2.24 7.65
NGC 3147 S2 44 -1.66 -1.52 -2.39 -2.05  0.34 0.61 8.79
NGC 3169 L2 18 —-1.41 -2.15 -2.02 -2.02  0.00 0.39 7.91
NGC 3226 L1.9 17 -1.79 -2.21 -2.57 -1.95  0.62 0.84 8.23
NGC 3227 S1.5 22 —1.01 -2.07 —1.46 -1.55 -0.09 0.46 7.59
NGC 3516 S1 42 -0.42 -1.71 -0.61 -1.88 -1.27 —-0.46 7.36
NGC 3998 L1.9 15 -1.63 -1.52 -2.33 -2.06  0.27 0.55 8.75
NGC 4051 NSI 18 -0.67 -3.05 -0.97 -1.04  -0.07 0.64 6.27
NGC 4117 S2 133 -1.73 -3.64 -2.48 -1.61 0.87 1.12 6.74
NGC 4143 L1.9 18 -2.12 -2.45 -3.04 -1.74 1.30 1.37 8.32
NGC 4151 S1.5 22 -0.69 -1.69 —1.00 -1.53 -0.53 0.16 7.65
NGC 4203 L1.9 15 -1.86 -2.61 -2.68 -1.85  0.83 1.02 7.90
NGC 4258 S1.9 8 -1.62 -2.67 -2.33 -2.40  -0.07 0.22 7.60
NGC 4261 L2 32 —1.81 -1.74 -2.61 -0.96 1.65 1.85 8.72
NGC 4278 L1.9 10 -2.51 -1.95 -3.60 -1.69 1.91 1.81 9.20
NGC 4374 L2 20 -2.35 —-1.80 -3.38 -1.19 2.19 2.15 9.20
NGC 4388 S2 18 -0.37 -2.22 -0.54 -2.12 -1.58 -0.75 6.80
NGC 4450 L1.9 18 -1.57 -2.92 -2.26 -1.73  0.53 0.84 7.30
NGC 4486 L2 17 -2.38 -1.55 -3.42 -0.74 2.68 2.64 9.48
NGC 4501 S2 18 —1.84 -2.59 -2.65 -2.29 0.36 0.55 7.90
NGC 4548 L2 18 —1.84 -3.09 -2.64 -1.72 0.92 1.11 7.40
NGC 4565 S1.9 10 -2.06 -3.00 -2.95 -1.91 1.04 1.14 7.70
NGC 4579 S1.9 18 —-1.47 -2.27 -2.11 -1.56  0.55 0.90 7.85
NGC 4594 L2 11 -2.14 -1.75 -3.07 -1.95 1.12 1.19 9.04
NGC 4736 L2 5 -1.87 -3.22 -2.68 -2.68 0.00 0.18 7.30
NGC 5033 S1.5 20 -1.30 -2.65 -1.87 -1.81 0.06 0.49 7.30
NGC 5194 S2 8 -1.63 -3.38 -2.34 -2.01 0.33 0.61 6.90
NGC 5252 S2 99 -0.83 -1.36 -1.19 -1.52 -0.33 0.30 8.12
NGC 5347 S2 33 —1.47 -3.41 -2.10 —-0.81 1.29 1.65 6.70
NGC 5548 S1.5 75 -0.56 -1.17 -0.79 -1.98 -1.19 -0.43 8.03
NGC 5929 S2 36 -1.39 -2.82 -2.00 -0.54  1.46 1.85 7.22
NGC 6166 S2 124 -2.26 -1.71 -3.24 -0.45  2.79 2.80 9.19
NGC 6251 S2 102 -1.42 -1.33 -2.03 -0.12 191 2.29 8.73
NGC 6500 L2 43 -2.07 -2.44 -2.97 -0.49 2.48 2.57 8.28
NGC 7469 S1 71 -0.15 -1.99 -0.22 -1.31 -1.09 -0.16 6.81
NGC 7672 S2 57 -0.12 -1.97 -0.18 -2.15 -1.97 -1.03 6.80
NGC 7743 S2 26 -1.49 -3.67 -2.14 -0.64  1.50 1.84 6.47
PG 0026 + 129 Q 672 -0.07 -0.99 -0.09 -1.02 -0.93 0.04 7.73
PG 0052 + 251 Q 739 -0.23 -0.54 -0.32 -2.01 -1.69 -0.79 8.34
PG 0804 + 761 Q 461 -0.37 -0.73 -0.52 -1.82 —-1.30 —-0.46 8.28
PG 0844 +349 Q 287 -0.38 -1.69 -0.54 -1.80 -1.26 -0.43 7.34
PG 0953 +414 Q 1198 -0.26 -0.65 -0.37 -1.38  -1.01 -0.12 8.26
PG 1211 + 143 Q 388 -0.36 —-1.40 -0.51 0.05 0.56 1.40 7.61
PG 1226 + 023 Q 755 0.04 0.13 0.05 0.66 0.61 1.62 8.74
PG 1229 + 204 Q 287 -0.19 -0.96 -0.27 -2.29 -2.02 -1.11 7.88
PG 1307+085 Q 739 -0.33 -0.54 -0.47 -2.33  -1.86 -1.00 8.44
PG 1411 +442 Q 407 -0.51 -1.26 -0.73 -1.81 -1.08 -0.30 7.90
PG 1426 + 015 Q 392 —0.68 —-0.66 -0.97 -2.21 -1.24 -0.54 8.67
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Black Hole Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors

Table 5 — continued Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the MO3 Local Sample of AGN.

(1) ()

(3)

)

(5)

(6)

)

(8)

)

(10

Log Log Log Log Log Log Log

Source type  DMpe)  (dm/dt)  (dM/dt)  (epor)  (€)) (€j/€bot)  (€sja)  Mayn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

PG 1613+658 Q 605 -0.37 -0.64 -0.54 -1.67 -1.13 -0.30 8.38
PG2130+099 Q 273 -0.61 -1.10 -0.87 -1.84  -0.97 -0.23 8.16
3C 120 S1 148 -0.27 -1.18 -0.38 0.18 0.56 1.44 7.73
3C390.3 S1 258 -0.58 -0.69 -0.82 -0.64 0.18 0.93 8.53
Sgr A* 0.008 —4.18 -6.23 -6.01 -1.34 4.67 3.84 6.60
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Table 6. Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the NB16 LINERs.

(1 2 (3) 4) (5) (6) (N (®) )
NB16 Log Log Log Log Log Log Log
Id z (dm/dt) (dM]dt) (ebor) (€) (€j/€vor)  (€/a)  (Mayn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

1 0.0608 -1.16 -2.25 —1.54 -1.35 0.19 0.82 7.56
2 0.1117 -0.68 —1.05 -0.91 -1.16 -0.25 0.53 8.28
3 0.1628  —-1.05 —1.86 -1.39 —-1.24  0.15 0.82 7.84
4 0.1316 —1.52 —1.65 -2.02 —-1.60 0.42 0.93 8.52
5 0.1319 -1.33 -2.53 -1.76 -0.72 1.04 1.62 7.45
6 0.0555 -1.83 -2.26 -2.43 -1.57 0.86 1.26 8.22
7 0.0536 -2.02 -2.90 -2.67 -0.96 1.71 2.06 7.77
8 0.0503 -1.44 -2.66 -1.92 —-1.24  0.68 1.21 7.43
9 0.096 -1.07 —1.67 —1.41 -0.16  1.25 1.90 8.05
10 0.0408 -1.62 —1.66 -2.15 -0.25 1.90 2.37 8.61
11 0.0149 -1.76 -3.28 -2.34 -1.42  0.92 1.34 7.13
12 0.0983 -1.75 -2.34 -2.32 -0.80 1.52 1.95 8.06
13 0.0639 -1.35 -2.33 -1.79 —-1.41 0.38 0.94 7.67
14 0.1207 -1.40 -2.35 —1.84 -0.95 0.89 1.44 7.69
15 0.0969 -1.11 -1.59 —1.47 -1.87 -0.40 0.25 8.17
16 0.0289 -1.97 -2.33 -2.60 -1.93  0.67 1.03 8.28
17 0.0182  -1.59 -2.59 -2.10 -0.13  1.97 2.46 7.64
18 0.0569 -1.91 -1.99 -2.53 -1.67 0.86 1.24 8.57
19 0.0861  —-0.85 -2.25 -1.12 -1.16  -0.04 0.69 7.25
20 0.071 —1.63 —2.44 -2.17 -1.23 0.94 1.41 7.84
21 0.0703  -0.98 —1.82 -1.31 -0.83 0.48 1.16 7.81
22 0.0252 -2.24 -2.59 -2.96 -1.77 1.19 1.47 8.30
23 0.0981 -1.62 —1.98 -2.14 -1.27  0.87 1.34 8.28
24 0.1866  —2.00 -2.47 -2.66 -0.53 2.13 2.48 8.18
25 0.0756  —-1.27 -3.05 —1.68 -0.58 1.10 1.70 6.87
26 0.1243  —-1.70 -1.96 -2.26 -1.19  1.07 1.51 8.39
27 0.0732 -1.48 -2.10 -1.96 —-1.42  0.54 1.05 8.03
28 0.1278  -0.72 —1.46 -0.94 -1.80 -0.86 -0.09 7.90
29 0.2199  -1.50 -2.06 —-2.00 -0.82 1.18 1.69 8.09
30 0.1329  -0.77 —1.80 -1.02 —-1.08 -0.06 0.69 7.62
31 0.0356 -1.54 -2.59 -2.03 —-1.53  0.50 1.00 7.59
32 0.0789  -1.75 -2.43 -2.32 -1.05 1.27 1.71 7.97
33 0.1236 -1.16 -2.34 —1.54 -0.95 0.59 1.21 7.47
34 0.0445 -1.22 -3.05 -1.62 -0.93 0.69 1.29 6.82
35 0.0486  —1.31 -2.35 -1.73 -1.57 0.16 0.73 7.61
36 0.0392  -1.39 -2.25 -1.83 -1.81 0.02 0.57 7.78
37 0.0763  —-1.52 -2.15 -2.01 -0.19 1.82 2.32 8.02
38 0.1655 -1.75 -2.06 -2.33 -1.03  1.30 1.73 8.34
39 0.143 —1.28 -2.15 -1.69 -1.03  0.66 1.24 7.77
40 0.0604 -1.34 -2.98 -1.77 -0.79 0.98 1.54 7.00
41 0.0847 -1.16 -2.18 —1.55 -1.37 0.18 0.80 7.63
42 0.1148 -1.87 -2.10 -2.49 0.15 2.64 3.02 8.42
43 0.0683  —-1.29 -2.89 -1.71 -0.81  0.90 1.49 7.05
44 0.046 —1.69 -2.20 -2.25 -0.84 1.41 1.86 8.14
45 0.0195 -2.40 -2.76 -3.19 -0.05 3.14 3.36 8.29
46 0.039 —1.10 -2.31 —1.45 -1.76  -0.31 0.33 7.44
47 0.21 -2.04 —1.64 -2.70 —-1.05 1.65 1.99 9.05
48 0.0451 -1.85 -2.90 -2.46 -1.07 1.39 1.78 7.60
49 0.0732 -2.14 -2.43 -2.84 -1.04 1.80 2.10 8.36
50 0.0802 -1.68 -2.75 -2.22 -0.83  1.39 1.84 7.57
51 0.0921 -1.51 -2.63 -2.01 0.49 2.50 3.00 7.53
52 0.1597 -1.65 -1.73 -2.19 -0.90 1.29 1.76 8.57
53 0.1354 -1.66 -2.20 -2.20 -0.82 1.38 1.84 8.11
54 0.0414  -2.19 -2.77 -2.90 -1.26 1.64 1.93 8.07
55 0.1809 -0.62 —1.58 -0.81 -1.41  -0.60 0.20 7.68
56 0.0786  —1.19 —1.51 —1.58 -1.67 -0.09 0.52 8.33
57 0.0751  -1.00 -2.16 -1.33 -1.47 -0.14 0.53 7.49
58 0.1059 -1.23 -2.38 —1.64 -0.97 0.67 1.27 7.50
59 0.0293 -2.04 -2.17 -2.70 -1.60 1.10 1.44 8.52
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Table 6 — continued Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the NB16 LINERs.

(1 2 (3) 4) (5) (6) (N (®) )
NB16 Log Log Log Log Log Log Log
Id z (dm/dt) (dM]dt) (ebor) (€) (€j/€vor)  (€/a)  (Mayn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

60 0.1273  -1.85 -2.01 -2.45 -0.21 2.24 2.64 8.49
61 0.0959 -2.09 -2.28 =2.77 -0.31 2.46 2.78 8.46
62 0.1077  -2.17 -2.26 -2.87 —-1.12  1.75 2.04 8.56
63 0.03 —1.78 -2.85 -2.37 —-1.24  1.13 1.55 7.58
64 0.0212  -1.17 -2.18 —1.54 —-1.34  0.20 0.83 7.63
65 0.117 —1.21 —1.41 —1.61 —-1.06  0.55 1.16 8.45
66 0.0169 -1.54 -2.31 -2.05 -2.15 -0.10 0.39 7.88
67 0.0216  —1.50 —1.55 —1.98 -0.49 1.49 2.00 8.59
68 0.0231 -1.38 -1.93 —1.82 —-1.40 0.42 0.97 8.09
69 0.0482 -1.30 -2.18 -1.72 —-1.46 0.26 0.84 7.77
70 0.0503 -1.73 -2.29 -2.29 -0.52  1.77 2.20 8.09
71 0.149 -0.52 -1.96 -0.70 -1.13 -0.43 0.40 7.21
72 0.1431  -0.96 -2.22 -1.27 -0.95 0.32 1.01 7.39
73 0.0796 —-1.73 —1.65 -2.28 -1.76  0.52 0.96 8.72
74 0.1375 -1.42 —2.45 —1.87 -0.76  1.11 1.66 7.61
75 0.0226 —1.41 -2.20 -1.86 -2.23 -0.37 0.18 7.86
76 0.112 -1.22 —1.75 -1.62 -1.36  0.26 0.86 8.12
77 0.08 —1.88 -2.27 -2.49 -0.12  2.37 2.76 8.26
78 0.1635 -1.19 —1.85 —1.57 -1.23 0.34 0.95 7.98
79 0.0713  -1.81 -2.31 -2.39 -1.35 1.04 1.46 8.14
80 0.0218 -1.67 -3.31 -2.21 —-1.13  1.08 1.53 7.00
81 0.0239  -1.57 -2.04 -2.09 -2.35 -0.26 0.22 8.18
82 0.1382  —-1.65 —2.45 -2.18 -0.76  1.42 1.89 7.85
83 0.025 —1.68 -3.09 -2.22 -1.08 1.14 1.60 7.24
84 0.0616  —1.42 -2.11 —-1.89 —-1.48 0.41 0.94 7.96
85 0.0225 -2.22 -2.32 -2.93 -0.44 2.49 2.77 8.54
86 0.0226  —-1.40 -2.35 —1.85 -1.35 0.50 1.04 7.69
87 0.0572  -0.56 -2.35 -0.75 -1.25 -0.50 0.31 6.86
88 0.1326  -1.77 -2.09 -2.35 -1.15  1.20 1.63 8.33
89 0.1551  -1.75 -1.92 -2.31 -1.21  1.10 1.53 8.48
90 0.1938 -1.06 —1.45 —1.41 -1.28 0.13 0.78 8.26
91 0.0837 -1.34 -2.03 -1.77 -1.43  0.34 0.90 7.95
92 0.1327 -1.57 —1.81 -2.07 —-1.05 1.02 1.52 8.41
93 0.0308 -1.63 -2.21 -2.17 -2.02 0.15 0.62 8.07
94 0.08 —1.46 -2.61 -1.93 -0.98 0.95 1.48 7.50
95 0.0747 -1.94 -2.28 -2.58 -0.81 1.77 2.14 8.31
96 0.0851 —1.16 -2.38 -1.53 —-1.16  0.37 1.00 7.42
97 0.0937 -1.19 —1.95 -1.57 —-1.10  0.47 1.08 7.89
98 0.09 —1.45 -2.79 -1.92 -0.72  1.20 1.73 7.31
99 0.2038 -1.29 -1.93 -1.70 -1.00 0.70 1.29 8.00
100 0.0817 -1.12 -2.23 —1.47 -0.74 0.73 1.37 7.53
101 0.0936 -1.61 -2.26 -2.13 -1.09 1.04 1.52 8.00
102 0.0329 -1.33 -2.71 -1.76 -1.26  0.50 1.07 7.27
103 0.0654 —-1.68 -2.63 -2.22 -1.08 1.14 1.59 7.69
104 0.0951 -1.60 -2.55 -2.13 -0.12  2.01 2.49 7.70
105 0.0384 -2.12 -2.90 -2.80 -1.17 1.63 1.94 7.86
106 0.0821 -1.77 -2.85 -2.35 -0.72 1.63 2.06 7.57
107 0.0468 —1.26 —1.82 —1.68 -0.42  1.26 1.85 8.09
108 0.0691 -1.61 —1.87 -2.13 -0.27 1.86 2.33 8.39
109 0.0162 -1.61 -3.62 -2.14 -0.42  1.72 2.19 6.64
110 0.0245 -1.71 -3.25 -2.27 -1.13  1.14 1.59 7.11
111 0.0831 -1.69 -2.59 -2.23 -0.96 1.27 1.72 7.74
112 0.0276  -1.77 -2.95 -2.33 -1.34  0.99 1.42 7.46
113 0.0337 -1.40 -2.27 -1.85 -1.90 -0.05 0.50 7.78
114 0.0518 -1.77 -2.80 -2.35 -1.08 1.27 1.69 7.62
115 0.0297 -1.63 -2.40 -2.17 -1.85 0.32 0.78 7.88
116 0.1129 -1.42 -1.77 —1.88 -1.56 0.32 0.86 8.30
117 0.0364 —1.58 -2.96 -2.09 —-1.15 0.94 1.43 7.26
118 0.0353 -2.17 -2.90 -2.87 -1.23 1.64 1.94 7.91
119 0.0162 -1.67 -2.25 -2.21 -1.77 0.44 0.90 8.07
120 0.044 —1.49 -2.71 -1.97 -0.97 1.00 1.52 7.43
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Table 6 — continued Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the NB16 LINERs.

(1 2 (3) 4) (5) (6) (N (®) )
NB16 Log Log Log Log Log Log Log
Id z (dm/dt) (dM]dt) (ebor) (€) (€j/€vor)  (€/a)  (Mayn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

121 0.0832  -1.50 -2.17 -1.99 —0.81 1.18 1.70 7.98
122 0.0244 -1.96 -2.60 -2.60 -1.78 0.82 1.18 8.01
123 0.0402 -1.77 -2.91 -2.34 -1.14  1.20 1.63 7.51
124 0.1439  -1.50 -1.73 -1.99 -0.67 1.32 1.83 8.42
125 0.0262 -1.24 -3.08 —1.64 -1.25 0.39 0.98 6.81
126 0.1171  -1.36 -2.70 —1.81 -0.63 1.18 1.74 7.31
127 0.0636  -2.03 -2.26 —2.68 -1.47 1.21 1.55 8.41
128 0.1236  -0.98 -2.26 -1.30 -1.03  0.27 0.95 7.37
129 0.136 —1.78 -1.97 -2.35 —-1.24 1.11 1.53 8.45
130 0.1285 -1.03 -2.18 -1.37 -0.03 1.34 2.01 7.50
131 0.0678 -1.64 -2.78 -2.17 -0.69 1.48 1.95 7.51
132 0.088 -0.95 -2.26 -1.27 —-1.26  0.01 0.69 7.34
133 0.0685 -0.89 -2.72 -1.19 -0.74  0.45 1.16 6.82
134 0.0382 -1.86 -3.07 -2.47 -1.01 1.46 1.85 7.44
135 0.1014  -1.30 -2.23 -1.72 -1.20 0.52 1.10 7.72
136 0.0821  -1.40 -2.16 -1.86 —-1.41 0.45 0.99 7.89
137 0.0316  —-1.90 —2.88 -2.51 -1.33  1.18 1.57 7.67
138 0.1629 —-1.33 -2.10 -1.77 -0.65 1.12 1.69 7.88
139 0.1296  -0.95 -1.75 -1.25 -1.51 -0.26 0.44 7.85
140 0.0459 -2.38 -2.35 -3.14 -0.27 2.87 3.10 8.67
141 0.063 -1.75 -3.21 -2.33 -0.02 2.3l 2.74 7.19
142 0.0353 -1.70 -2.81 -2.25 -1.33 0.92 1.37 7.54
143 0.0458 —-1.05 -2.19 -1.39 -1.55 -0.16 0.51 7.51
144 0.0424 —1.45 -1.96 -1.92 -1.82 0.10 0.63 8.14
145 0.1024 -1.44 -1.93 -1.91 -1.49 0.42 0.95 8.16
146 0.0426 -1.66 -2.14 -2.21 —-1.34  0.87 1.33 8.17
147 0.0529 -1.57 -2.66 -2.08 -0.63 1.45 1.94 7.56
148 0.0526 -1.13 -0.97 —1.49 -0.37 1.12 1.75 8.80
149 0.0966 -1.11 -2.25 —1.48 -1.21  0.27 0.91 7.51
150 0.0475 -1.34 -2.31 -1.78 -1.63  0.15 0.71 7.68
151 0.0653  -0.90 -1.59 -1.18 -0.42 0.76 1.47 7.95
152 0.0372 -1.42 -2.06 —1.87 —-1.84 0.03 0.57 8.00
153 0.0737 -1.72 -2.18 -2.27 —-1.45 0.82 1.26 8.18
154 0.1091 -1.34 -2.06 -1.77 —-1.24 0.53 1.09 7.93
155 0.0316  —-1.75 -3.06 -2.31 -0.11  2.20 2.64 7.33
156 0.053 —1.98 -2.90 -2.61 -0.96 1.65 2.02 7.72
157 0.1532  -1.03 -2.56 -1.36 -0.58 0.78 1.45 7.12
158 0.034 —1.53 -2.44 -2.03 -1.67 0.36 0.86 7.74
159 0.0735 -1.92 -2.49 -2.54 -0.89 1.65 2.02 8.07
160 0.0303  -1.37 -2.97 -1.83 -1.09 0.74 1.29 7.05
161 0.0617 -1.06 —2.48 —1.40 -1.28 0.12 0.77 7.23
162 0.0914 -1.40 —1.82 -1.86 —-1.68 0.18 0.73 8.23
163 0.1494  -1.57 -2.42 -2.08 -0.74 1.34 1.84 7.80
164 0.0523 -1.71 -2.59 -2.26 —-1.28 0.98 1.43 7.76
165 0.0509 -1.90 -2.19 -2.53 —-1.70  0.83 1.21 8.36
166 0.0583  -2.05 -2.95 -2.71 -0.84 1.87 2.20 7.74
167 0.0758  -2.01 -1.97 -2.66 -0.77 1.89 2.24 8.69
168 0.2801  -1.29 —1.35 -1.70 -1.35 0.35 0.93 8.58
169 0.1971 -1.65 -2.02 -2.18 -0.94 1.24 1.70 8.28
170 0.0442 -1.95 -2.39 -2.58 —-1.60 0.98 1.35 8.21
171 0.0454  -2.56 -2.98 -3.40 -0.99 2.41 2.58 8.23
172 0.0437 -2.16 -2.79 -2.86 -1.20 1.66 1.95 8.02
173 0.0454  -2.06 -2.30 -2.74 -1.67 1.07 1.40 8.41
174 0.0451  -2.11 -2.90 -2.79 -1.07 1.72 2.03 7.86
175 0.0437 -1.08 -3.30 —1.44 -0.70 0.74 1.39 6.43
176 0.0776  -1.91 -2.50 -2.53 —1.11 1.42 1.80 8.06
177 0.1422 -1.52 -2.28 -2.01 1.18 3.19 3.71 7.89
178 0.1367 —-1.65 -1.95 -2.19 -1.27 0.92 1.38 8.35
179 0.1786  —1.53 -1.76 -2.04 —-1.06 0.98 1.48 8.42
180 0.1071  -1.49 —1.89 -1.97 —-1.50 0.47 0.99 8.25
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Table 6 — continued Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the NB16 LINERs.

(1 2 (3) 4) (5) (6) (N (®) )
NB16 Log Log Log Log Log Log Log
Id z (dm/dt) (dM]dt) (ebor) (€) (€j/€vor)  (€/a)  (Mayn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

181 0.1096  -2.03 -1.97 -2.70 -0.05 2.65 2.99 8.71
182 0.1082 -1.96 -2.07 -2.60 -1.31  1.29 1.65 8.54
183 0.0751  -2.25 -2.19 -2.98 —1.41 1.57 1.84 8.71
184 0.1687 -1.34 —1.78 -1.78 -0.89 0.89 1.45 8.21
185 0.169 —1.46 —1.81 -1.93 -1.26  0.67 1.20 8.30
186 0.0183  -2.30 -2.70 -3.05 —-1.87 1.18 1.43 8.25
187 0.2015 -1.20 —1.03 -1.59 -0.49 1.10 1.71 8.82
188 0.2065 -1.78 -2.12 -2.37 0.47 2.84 3.26 8.31
189 0.1829 -1.82 —1.81 -2.41 —1.21 1.20 1.62 8.66
190 0.0955 -1.93 -2.01 -2.55 —-1.46 1.09 1.47 8.57
191 0.2628  -1.30 —1.81 -1.71 -0.27 1.44 2.02 8.13
192 0.0988 —1.60 —1.80 -2.12 —1.61 0.51 0.98 8.45
193 0.095 -2.17 -2.28 -2.87 -1.06  1.81 2.11 8.54
194 0.0939 -1.71 -2.81 -2.26 -0.67 1.59 2.04 7.55
195 0.1956  —-1.66 -1.74 -2.19 0.34 2.53 3.00 8.56
196 0.0169 -2.49 -3.07 -3.29 —-1.54 1.75 1.94 8.06
197 0.0171  -2.33 -3.37 -3.08 -1.25 1.83 2.08 7.61
198 0.1022  -1.95 -2.20 -2.59 —1.18 1.41 1.78 8.40
199 0.178 —1.00 —1.84 -1.33 -1.19 0.14 0.81 7.81
200 0.0784 -1.51 -1.70 -2.00 -1.90 0.10 0.61 8.46
201 0.1665 —-1.59 -2.05 -2.11 —-1.03 1.08 1.56 8.19
202 0.1404 -1.40 -2.02 —1.84 -1.17  0.67 1.22 8.02
203 0.0822 -1.93 -2.59 -2.56 -0.98 1.58 1.95 7.99
204 0.2426 —-1.82 —1.42 -2.40 -1.38 1.02 1.43 9.04
205 0.06 -1.30 -2.59 -1.71 —-1.18 0.53 1.11 7.35
206 0.1161 -1.83 -2.53 -2.42 -0.80 1.62 2.02 7.95
207 0.2164 -1.03 -1.59 -1.37 —-1.31  0.06 0.73 8.09
208 0.1846 -1.74 —1.82 -2.30 0.20 2.50 2.93 8.56
209 0.0312 -2.25 —2.68 -2.99 —-1.54 1.45 1.72 8.22
210 0.0911 -1.81 -2.50 -2.40 —-1.00 1.40 1.81 7.96
211 0.1524 -1.42 —1.38 —-1.89 -1.76  0.13 0.66 8.69
212 0.1835 -0.78 -2.06 -1.03 -0.94 0.09 0.83 7.36
213 0.1095 -1.08 —1.54 —1.43 -1.83  -0.40 0.25 8.19
214 0.1634  -2.22 -1.72 -2.94 -1.38 1.56 1.85 9.15
215 0.0547 -1.98 -2.50 -2.62 -1.35  1.27 1.63 8.13
216 0.1642 -2.01 -1.76 -2.65 -1.32  1.33 1.68 8.89
217 0.1464  —-1.50 —1.61 -1.98 —-1.55 0.43 0.94 8.53
218 0.1849 -2.11 -2.25 -2.80 0.24 3.04 3.35 8.51
219 0.1964 —-1.23 —1.67 —1.64 -1.29 0.35 0.94 8.21
220 0.0289 -1.95 -2.13 -2.59 -1.67 0.92 1.29 8.47
221 0.03 -2.41 -2.11 -3.19 -2.12  1.07 1.28 8.94
222 0.1772 -1.93 -2.26 -2.55 -0.77 1.78 2.15 8.31
223 0.0127  -2.46 -3.09 -3.26 -1.72  1.54 1.74 8.02
224 0.1618 —1.89 -1.92 -2.50 -0.58 1.92 2.31 8.62
225 0.1397 -1.74 -2.52 -2.30 -0.68 1.62 2.05 7.87
226 0.0633  -2.01 -3.08 -2.66 -0.66  2.00 2.35 7.57
227 0.1219  -2.09 —1.82 -2.78 -0.73  2.05 2.37 8.92
228 0.0238  -2.25 —2.88 -2.97 —1.51 1.46 1.73 8.01
229 0.1656  —1.79 —1.80 -2.36 -0.61 1.75 2.17 8.63
230 0.122 —1.78 -2.29 -2.37 —1.01 1.36 1.78 8.14
231 0.1331 -1.36 -2.10 —1.81 -1.14  0.67 1.23 7.91
232 0.2191  -1.87 —1.81 -2.48 -0.97 1.51 1.91 8.71
233 0.0751  -2.16 -2.40 -2.86 -1.23  1.63 1.92 8.41
234 0.089 -2.05 -2.21 -2.72 —-1.28 1.44 1.77 8.49
235 0.2178 -1.37 -2.03 —1.81 -0.86 0.95 1.51 7.99
236 0.2326 -1.09 —1.60 —1.44 -0.33  1.11 1.75 8.13
237 0.0925 -1.96 —1.98 -2.60 -0.71 1.89 2.25 8.63
238 0.2481 —-1.43 —1.69 -1.90 -0.23  1.67 2.20 8.39
239 0.1636  -2.26 -2.38 -2.99 -0.38  2.61 2.88 8.53
240 0.0904 -2.10 -1.72 -2.78 -1.79  0.99 1.31 9.03
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Table 6 — continued Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the NB16 LINERs.

(1 2 (3) 4) (5) (6) (N (®) )
NB16 Log Log Log Log Log Log Log
Id z (dm/dt) (dM]dt) (ebor) (€) (€j/€vor)  (€/a)  (Mayn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

241 0.1872  —-1.25 —1.45 —1.66 —-1.55 0.11 0.70 8.45
242 0.1644  —1.50 -2.00 -1.99 -1.09 0.90 1.41 8.15
243 0.1318 -0.84 —1.47 —1.11 -1.64 -0.53 0.20 8.02
244 0.0432 -2.08 -2.26 -2.77 -0.59 2.18 2.50 8.47
245 0.1915 -1.72 -2.05 -2.29 -0.93 1.36 1.80 8.32
246 0.0612 —1.48 -2.82 -1.97 -0.95 1.02 1.54 7.31
247 0.1361  —1.68 —1.62 -2.22 -0.92 1.30 1.76 8.71
248 0.1396 —-1.71 -1.93 -2.27 -1.28 0.99 1.44 8.43
249 0.1361  —-1.98 —1.68 -2.63 -1.53 1.10 1.45 8.95
250 0.107 —1.88 -2.18 -2.49 —-1.21  1.28 1.67 8.35
251 0.1338 -0.91 —1.80 -1.21 —-1.44 -0.23 0.48 7.76
252 0.2287 -1.56 -1.59 -2.06 -0.89 1.17 1.66 8.61
253 0.1481 -1.92 -2.04 -2.53 —1.11 1.42 1.80 8.52
254 0.1497 -1.89 -2.52 -2.50 -0.63 1.87 2.26 8.01
255 0.1256 -1.74 -2.13 -2.31 -1.15 1.16 1.59 8.26
256 0.0312 -2.62 -2.86 -3.48 -0.96 2.52 2.67 8.41
257 0.0428 -1.53 -2.33 -2.03 —-1.68 0.35 0.85 7.85
258 0.1326 -1.78 —1.89 -2.37 -1.21 1.16 1.58 8.54
259 0.1077  -2.02 -2.25 -2.69 —-1.13  1.56 1.89 8.42
260 0.1979 -1.12 —1.83 —1.49 -1.13  0.36 1.00 7.94
261 0.0728  -2.47 -2.98 -3.27 -0.67 2.60 2.80 8.14
262 0.1059 -2.15 -1.92 -2.85 -1.28 1.57 1.87 8.88
263 0.0353  -1.95 -2.99 -2.59 -1.09 1.50 1.87 7.61
264 0.0382 -2.22 -3.14 -2.95 -0.94 2.01 2.28 7.73
265 0.0737 -2.02 -2.03 -2.67 —1.61 1.06 1.40 8.64
266 0.2095 —1.49 —1.65 -1.97 -1.27 0.70 1.22 8.49
267 0.1114 -1.66 -2.08 -2.20 -1.28 0.92 1.38 8.23
268 0.1656 —1.75 -1.86 -2.32 -1.23  1.09 1.53 8.54
269 0.0684  -2.26 -2.30 -3.00 -0.62 2.38 2.64 8.61
270 0.1776  —1.52 -1.74 -2.01 -1.25 0.76 1.27 8.43
271 0.0291 -1.03 -2.34 -1.36 -1.92 -0.56 0.11 7.33
272 0.211 —1.67 -2.07 -2.22 -0.84 1.38 1.84 8.25
273 0.1516  —-1.90 -2.37 -2.52 -0.67 1.85 2.23 8.18
274 0.1772 -1.77 —1.88 -2.34 -0.92 1.42 1.84 8.53
275 0.1696 —1.61 -2.00 -2.13 -1.07 1.06 1.54 8.26
276 0.15 -2.13 —1.80 -2.82 -1.36  1.46 1.77 8.98
277 0.0846 —1.86 -2.00 -2.48 —-1.55 0.93 1.32 8.51
278 0.0487 -1.97 -2.30 -2.61 -1.62  0.99 1.34 8.32
279 0.0836  —-0.87 -2.10 —1.15 —-1.46 -0.31 0.41 7.42
280 0.2017 -1.73 -2.16 -2.30 -0.69 1.61 2.04 8.22
281 0.0316 -2.04 -2.16 -2.70 -0.46 2.24 2.57 8.53
282 0.0941 -1.36 -2.01 -1.80 -0.95 0.85 1.41 8.00
283 0.1033  -1.46 -2.18 -1.94 -0.21 1.73 2.25 7.93
284 0.1021 -1.87 -2.35 -2.48 -1.07 1.41 1.80 8.17
285 0.103 -1.91 -2.17 -2.53 —-1.25 1.28 1.66 8.39
286 0.2083  -1.75 —1.68 -2.31 -1.14  1.17 1.61 8.72
287 0.0303 -2.33 -2.67 -3.09 -1.57 1.52 1.76 8.31
288 0.0303 -2.24 -1.92 -2.97 -0.72  2.25 2.52 8.97
289 0.0702  -2.05 -2.37 -2.72 —-1.31 1.41 1.75 8.33
290 0.0213  -2.20 -2.83 -2.91 -1.64 1.27 1.56 8.02
291 0.106 —1.49 -1.91 -1.98 -1.49 0.49 1.01 8.23
292 0.228 —1.56 —1.61 -2.08 —-1.25 0.83 1.32 8.60
293 0.0589 —-1.82 -2.22 -2.41 —-1.58 0.83 1.24 8.25
294 0.1488 —1.68 -2.13 -2.23 -1.03  1.20 1.66 8.20
295 0.1437 -1.94 -2.37 -2.57 -0.46  2.11 2.48 8.22
296 0.1986 -1.17 —1.83 —1.54 —-1.12  0.42 1.05 7.98
297 0.1673 -1.17 —1.57 —1.54 —-1.50 0.04 0.66 8.24
298 0.165 —1.46 —1.37 -1.93 -1.72  0.21 0.74 8.74
299 0.0295 -2.30 -2.98 -3.04 -1.13 191 2.17 7.97
300 0.0297 -2.45 -2.89 -3.24 -1.36  1.88 2.09 8.21
301 0.1602 -2.06 -2.55 -2.72 -0.55 2.17 2.50 8.15
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Table 6 — continued Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the NB16 LINERs.

(1 2 (3) 4) (5) (6) (N (®) )
NB16 Log Log Log Log Log Log Log
Id z (dm/dt) (dM]dt) (ebor) (€) (€j/€vor)  (€/a)  (Mayn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

302 0.1701 -2.05 -2.35 -2.72 -0.72  2.00 2.34 8.35
303 0.0939 -0.91 -1.73 -1.21 -1.75 -0.54 0.17 7.83
304 0.0649 —-1.93 -2.18 -2.56 —-1.55 1.01 1.38 8.40
305 0.0134 -1.88 -3.82 -2.49 -0.95 1.54 1.93 6.71
306 0.1436 -1.04 —1.41 -1.39 -0.37 1.02 1.68 8.28
307 0.1537 -2.09 —1.84 -2.76 -0.60 2.16 2.48 8.89
308 0.0806 —1.32 -2.26 -1.75 —-1.32  0.43 0.99 7.71
309 0.1037 -1.38 -2.51 —1.82 -0.89 0.93 1.48 7.51
310 0.1724  —-1.49 -2.26 -1.98 -0.80 1.18 1.70 7.88
311 0.1317 -1.63 -1.90 -2.16 —-1.35 0.81 1.28 8.38
312 0.2138 -1.03 —1.54 -1.36 -1.36  0.00 0.67 8.14
313 0.1697 -1.30 —1.89 -1.71 -1.17 0.54 1.12 8.05
314 0.0274  -2.19 -3.33 -2.90 -0.97 1.93 2.22 7.51
315 0.1664 —1.12 -1.99 —1.49 —-1.09 0.40 1.04 7.78
316 0.1305 -2.00 -2.10 -2.66 -0.98 1.68 2.03 8.55
317 0.1278 -1.67 -2.18 -2.22 -0.08 2.14 2.60 8.14
318 0.132 —1.98 —2.48 -2.62 -0.76  1.86 2.22 8.15
319 0.1042 -1.63 -2.00 -2.17 —-1.41 0.76 1.23 8.28
320 0.0438 -2.36 -2.54 -3.12 —1.44 1.68 1.91 8.46
321 0.1332 -1.99 —1.89 -2.63 -0.37 2.26 2.61 8.75
322 0.1741  -1.76 —1.56 -2.32 -0.23  2.09 2.52 8.84
323 0.1289  -1.50 -2.66 -1.98 -0.60 1.38 1.90 7.49
324 0.1982  -0.57 -2.09 -0.76 -0.87 -0.11 0.71 7.13
325 0.2302 -1.37 —1.63 —1.81 -1.21  0.60 1.15 8.38
326 0.1173  —-1.55 -1.79 -2.07 -0.76  1.31 1.80 8.41
327 0.1232 -1.77 -2.52 -2.36 -0.77 1.59 2.01 7.90
328 0.0595 -2.01 -2.24 -2.65 —-1.54 1.11 1.46 8.41
329 0.0919 -1.75 -2.61 -2.32 -0.88 1.44 1.87 7.79
330 0.02 -2.24 -3.35 -2.97 —-1.08 1.89 2.16 7.54
331 0.0222 -2.38 -2.08 -3.16 -1.86  1.30 1.52 8.95
332 0.1762  -0.91 -1.59 -1.22 -1.43  -0.21 0.49 7.97
333 0.0934  -2.00 -2.10 -2.64 -0.92 1.72 2.07 8.54
334 0.1313  -0.98 —1.42 -1.29 -1.79  -0.50 0.19 8.21
335 0.0688  —2.26 -2.36 -2.99 -1.33  1.66 1.93 8.55
336 0.1593  -1.72 —1.61 -2.28 -0.63  1.65 2.09 8.76
337 0.1543  -1.77 -2.00 -2.33 -0.35 1.98 2.41 8.41
338 0.1203  -2.16 -2.22 -2.87 -1.09 1.78 2.08 8.59
339 0.2445  -2.06 -2.02 -2.73 -0.79 1.94 2.27 8.69
340 0.0709 -2.18 -2.93 -2.89 -0.74  2.15 2.44 7.90
341 0.1351 -1.88 -2.03 -2.49 -1.20 1.29 1.68 8.50
342 0.2399 -1.36 —1.64 —1.81 —-0.61 1.20 1.75 8.37
343 0.2736  —1.53 —1.50 -2.02 -1.23  0.79 1.30 8.68
344 0.2127 -1.67 -2.39 -2.22 -0.52  1.70 2.16 7.93
345 0.0855 -1.53 -2.72 -2.04 -0.82 1.22 1.72 7.46
346 0.1725  -1.10 -2.04 —1.46 -1.02 0.44 1.08 7.71
347 0.1302 -1.14 —1.66 —1.51 -1.59 -0.08 0.55 8.13
348 0.0237  -2.30 -2.42 -3.06 —-1.98 1.08 1.33 8.53
349 0.0237 -2.11 -3.01 -2.81 -1.39 1.42 1.73 7.75
350 0.0209 -2.28 -2.91 -3.02 —-1.57 1.45 1.71 8.02
351 0.0253 -2.28 -2.38 -3.03 -0.81 2.22 2.48 8.55
352 0.0242 -1.99 —2.88 -2.63 —-1.50 1.13 1.49 7.75
353 0.0186 —-1.95 -2.76 -2.58 —-1.80 0.78 1.15 7.84
354 0.1406  -0.35 -0.65 -0.46 —-1.42  -0.96 -0.07 8.35
355 0.131 —1.18 -2.57 —-1.56 -0.68  0.88 1.50 7.26
356 0.0201 -2.43 -2.65 -3.22 —-1.61 1.61 1.83 8.43
357 0.0241 -2.13 -3.02 -2.83 -1.37 1.46 1.77 7.76
358 0.0254 -1.69 -3.72 -2.24 -0.63 1.61 2.06 6.62
359 0.0245 -2.31 -3.22 -3.06 —-1.16  1.90 2.15 7.74
360 0.0862 -1.97 -2.30 -2.62 0.28 2.90 3.26 8.32
361 0.0189  -2.15 -2.78 -2.85 —-1.77  1.08 1.38 8.02
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Table 6 — continued Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the NB16 LINERs.

(1 2 (3) 4) (5) (6) (N (®) )
NB16 Log Log Log Log Log Log Log
Id z (dm/dt) (dM]dt) (ebor) (€) (€j/€vor)  (€/a)  (Mayn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

362 0.0224 -2.42 -3.01 -3.20 -1.43  1.77 1.99 8.06
363 0.0284 -2.37 -2.62 -3.13 —1.65 1.48 1.72 8.39
364 0.0199 -2.45 -3.36 -3.26 -1.16  2.10 2.30 7.74
365 0.0255 -2.29 -3.06 -3.04 -1.29 1.75 2.01 7.88
366 0.0193  -2.29 -2.99 -3.04 —-1.54 1.50 1.75 7.95
367 0.0262 -2.45 -2.49 -3.25 —-1.84 1.41 1.61 8.61
368 0.0797 -1.94 -2.11 -2.56 —-1.16  1.40 1.77 8.47
369 0.1645 -1.67 -2.02 -2.21 -0.08 2.13 2.59 8.30
370 0.242 —1.21 —1.49 —1.60 -0.82 0.78 1.38 8.36
371 0.0885 —-2.04 -2.59 -2.71 -0.93 1.78 2.11 8.10
372 0.0803 -1.96 -2.58 -2.60 —1.01 1.59 1.95 8.03
373 0.1061 -1.54 -2.72 -2.03 -0.68 1.35 1.86 7.47
374 0.1232 -2.11 -2.07 -2.80 —-1.22  1.58 1.89 8.69
375 0.143 -1.86 -2.05 -2.46 —-1.13  1.33 1.72 8.45
376 0.1226  -1.96 -2.25 -2.60 —-1.05 1.55 1.92 8.36
377 0.1251 -1.66 —1.68 -2.20 -1.20 1.00 1.46 8.63
378 0.1864  —1.87 -2.11 —2.48 -0.86 1.62 2.02 8.41
379 0.2187 -1.50 -1.79 -1.99 -0.91 1.08 1.59 8.36
380 0.1012 -1.76 —1.81 -2.34 -1.62 0.72 1.15 8.60
381 0.1464 —-1.99 -2.36 -2.63 -0.80 1.83 2.18 8.27
382 0.172 -1.72 —1.60 -2.29 -0.37  1.92 2.36 8.77
383 0.2065 -0.98 —1.44 -1.29 -1.44 -0.15 0.53 8.19
384 0.085 -2.13 -2.26 -2.81 -0.99 1.82 2.13 8.51
385 0.1391 -1.76 —1.69 -2.34 -0.58 1.76 2.18 8.72
386 0.1119 -1.61 -2.16 -2.14 -1.20 0.94 1.41 8.10
387 0.0346  -2.39 -2.84 -3.17 -1.31 1.86 2.08 8.20
388 0.0326 -2.01 -3.39 -2.67 -0.80 1.87 2.21 7.27
389 0.0834 —-1.69 -2.24 -2.24 -0.80 1.44 1.89 8.10
390 0.0244  -2.25 -2.64 -2.98 -1.74 1.24 1.51 8.26
391 0.0241 -2.43 -2.64 -3.22 -1.28 1.94 2.16 8.44
392 0.0854 —-1.95 -2.52 -2.59 -0.23 236 2.73 8.08
393 0.1656 —1.79 -1.75 -2.37 —-1.24  1.13 1.55 8.69
394 0.2391 -1.57 -1.50 -2.09 —-1.16  0.93 1.42 8.72
395 0.1076  —1.85 -2.35 -2.44 -0.78 1.66 2.06 8.14
396 0.1094 -1.77 -2.13 -2.34 -1.24 1.10 1.52 8.29
397 0.0885 —1.61 -2.67 -2.14 -0.85 1.29 1.77 7.59
398 0.0682  -2.06 -1.97 -2.73 —-1.58 1.15 1.48 8.74
399 0.1412 -1.94 —1.57 -2.56 -0.76  1.80 2.17 9.01
400 0.1452 -1.67 —1.25 -2.22 -1.27  0.95 1.41 9.07
401 0.1432 -1.88 -1.90 -2.49 -1.29 1.20 1.59 8.63
402 0.0658 -2.19 -2.35 -2.89 -0.94 1.95 2.24 8.48
403 0.1355 -1.42 —1.69 -1.89 —-1.54 0.35 0.89 8.38
404 0.0624 -2.23 —2.48 -2.96 —-1.28 1.68 1.95 8.40
405 0.1748  —-1.27 -1.86 -1.67 -1.18 0.49 1.08 8.05
406 0.0597 -2.13 -2.28 -2.82 —-1.51 1.31 1.62 8.50
407 0.0764 -1.51 -2.42 -2.00 -1.20  0.80 1.31 7.74
408 0.0666  —2.26 -2.47 -2.99 —-1.24 1.75 2.02 8.44
409 0.1711  -1.75 -2.16 -2.32 -0.41 1.91 2.34 8.24
410 0.1456  -0.98 -2.42 -1.30 -0.76  0.54 1.23 7.21
411 0.1427 -1.74 —1.95 -2.31 0.23 2.54 2.97 8.44
412 0.1329 -2.29 -2.31 -3.04 -0.93 2.11 2.37 8.63
413 0.1077  -1.57 -2.71 -2.09 -0.67 1.42 1.90 7.51
414 0.1452 -1.89 -2.17 -2.51 -0.98 1.53 1.91 8.37
415 0.0788  —1.30 -2.35 -1.73 —-1.25 0.48 1.06 7.60
416 0.1374 -1.14 —1.83 -1.50 -1.38 0.12 0.76 7.95
417 0.1401  -1.26 -1.29 —1.66 -0.49 1.17 1.77 8.61
418 0.1361  -2.11 -2.15 -2.79 0.06 2.85 3.16 8.60
419 0.1141 -1.14 -1.79 —1.51 —-1.50 0.01 0.64 8.00
420 0.1721  -1.50 —1.85 -1.98 —-1.20 0.78 1.29 8.29
421 0.2809 —1.45 —1.51 -1.92 -1.20 0.72 1.25 8.59
422 0.1738  -0.94 —1.14 -1.25 -1.42  -0.17 0.53 8.45
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Table 6 — continued Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the NB16 LINERs.

(1 2 (3) 4) (5) (6) (N (®) )
NB16 Log Log Log Log Log Log Log
Id z (dm/dt) (dM]dt) (ebor) (€) (€j/€vor)  (€/a)  (Mayn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

423 0.1358 -1.56 -2.14 -2.06 —-1.09 0.97 1.47 8.07
424 0.0726  —1.83 -2.06 -2.44 -1.59 0.85 1.25 8.42
425 0.0721  -1.37 —2.68 -1.83 -0.98 0.85 1.40 7.34
426 0.1706  -2.07 -2.20 =2.75 -0.82 1.93 2.26 8.52
427 0.1711  —-1.11 —1.63 —1.46 -1.26  0.20 0.85 8.13
428 0.1733 -2.04 -2.16 -2.70 -0.77 1.93 2.26 8.53
429 0.1432 -1.62 -1.96 -2.14 -0.23  1.91 2.38 8.31
430 0.1874 —-1.83 -1.91 -2.42 -1.09 1.33 1.74 8.57
431 0.1403  -1.51 -1.90 -2.00 -1.30 0.70 1.20 8.26
432 0.146 -1.30 -2.07 -1.72 —-1.01  0.71 1.29 7.88
433 0.146 —1.64 -2.24 -2.18 -0.93 1.25 1.71 8.05
434 0.0753  -1.55 -1.93 -2.06 -0.94 1.12 1.62 8.27
435 0.1413 -1.98 -2.08 -2.62 -0.37  2.25 2.61 8.55
436 0.1426  -2.02 -2.40 -2.68 -0.79 1.89 2.23 8.27
437 0.1443  —-1.69 —1.53 -2.23 -0.96 1.27 1.72 8.80
438 0.1483 —1.44 —1.84 -1.90 —-1.32  0.58 1.11 8.25
439 0.1499 -1.94 -1.99 -2.57 -1.17  1.40 1.77 8.59
440 0.1914 -1.70 -2.07 -2.26 -0.91 1.35 1.79 8.28
441 0.18 —1.09 -2.11 —1.43 -0.91 0.52 1.18 7.62
442 0.0675 -2.18 -2.45 -2.89 -1.25 1.64 1.92 8.38
443 0.2514 -1.24 —1.28 —1.65 —0.41 1.24 1.83 8.61
444 0.06 -0.96 -2.62 —1.28 —-1.16  0.12 0.81 6.99
445 0.1181 -1.84 -2.09 -2.45 -1.23 1.22 1.62 8.40
446 0.0716  —1.46 -2.38 -1.93 —-1.28 0.65 1.17 7.73
447 0.0924 -1.87 -2.04 —2.48 0.02 2.50 2.90 8.48
448 0.0949 -1.68 -2.50 -2.23 -0.97 1.26 1.71 7.83
449 0.1091  -1.26 —1.98 -1.67 —-1.40 0.27 0.87 7.93
450 0.0745  -2.06 -2.45 -2.72 —-1.19 1.53 1.87 8.26
451 0.1142  -0.56 —1.01 -0.75 -1.48 -0.73 0.09 8.20
452 0.0774 -1.89 —2.48 -2.52 -0.55 1.97 2.35 8.06
453 0.2051  -1.27 -1.59 —1.68 -1.19  0.49 1.08 8.33
454 0.044 -2.49 -2.92 -3.30 -1.07 2.23 2.42 8.22
455 0.0421  -2.19 -2.89 -2.91 —-1.13  1.78 2.07 7.95
456 0.0913 -1.32 -2.84 -1.76 -0.66 1.10 1.67 7.13
457 0.1349  -2.15 —1.87 -2.85 -0.44 2.41 2.71 8.93
458 0.032 —1.50 -2.80 -1.99 —-1.40 0.59 1.10 7.35
459 0.124 —1.82 -2.08 -2.42 —1.21 1.21 1.62 8.39
460 0.0771  -=2.25 -2.17 -2.99 —1.44 1.55 1.81 8.73
461 0.1082  -2.05 -2.02 -2.72 —-1.12  1.60 1.93 8.68
462 0.044 -2.15 -2.24 -2.85 -1.75 1.10 1.40 8.56
463 0.0343  -2.29 -2.55 -3.04 —1.61 1.43 1.69 8.39
464 0.1517 -0.99 -2.22 —1.31 -0.93 0.38 1.06 7.42
465 0.164 —1.05 -1.77 -1.38 —-1.31  0.07 0.73 7.92
466 0.2348 -2.16 -2.30 -2.86 -0.54 2.32 2.63 8.51
467 0.1255 -1.61 -1.73 -2.13 —1.55 0.58 1.06 8.53
468 0.1061 -1.91 -2.03 -2.53 -1.37 1.16 1.54 8.53
469 0.0901 -1.61 -2.12 -2.14 -1.39 0.75 1.23 8.14
470 0.1001  -1.29 -2.17 -1.70 —-1.07 0.63 1.21 7.76
471 0.091 —1.80 -2.38 -2.39 -1.12  1.27 1.69 8.07
472 0.0318 -2.49 -2.72 -3.29 —-1.48 1.81 2.00 8.42
473 0.1314  -1.30 —1.61 -1.71 —-1.63  0.08 0.67 8.33
474 0.1157 -1.12 -2.58 —1.47 -0.75 0.72 1.37 7.18
475 0.0503 —1.58 -3.24 -2.09 -0.66 1.43 1.92 6.99
476 0.0312 -1.76 -2.38 -2.32 —-1.83  0.49 0.92 8.02
477 0.0281 -2.35 -2.88 -3.10 -1.40 1.70 1.94 8.11
478 0.1351 -1.21 -1.99 —1.61 —-1.24  0.37 0.98 7.87
479 0.2195 -0.51 -0.87 -0.68 -1.00 -0.32 0.52 8.29
480 0.1247 -1.54 -2.30 -2.04 -0.98 1.06 1.56 7.89
481 0.1605 -1.66 -2.08 -2.20 -0.34  1.86 2.32 8.23
482 0.1647 -1.39 —1.16 -1.85 -1.78 0.07 0.62 8.88
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Table 6 — continued Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the NB16 LINERs.

(1 2 (3) 4) (5) (6) (N (®) )
NB16 Log Log Log Log Log Log Log
Id z (dm/dt) (dM]dt) (ebor) (€) (€j/€vor)  (€/a)  (Mayn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

483 0.1807 —1.61 —1.83 -2.14 —-1.16  0.98 1.46 8.43
484 0.102 -1.67 —1.88 -2.22 -0.40 1.82 2.27 8.44
485 0.0849 -2.01 —1.98 -2.66 -1.47 1.19 1.54 8.68
486 0.1291  -1.19 -2.07 -1.57 —-1.19 0.38 1.00 7.77
487 0.227 —1.42 -1.33 —1.87 0.20 2.07 2.62 8.73
488 0.1554 -1.21 -1.70 —1.61 -0.43  1.18 1.79 8.16
489 0.1334  -1.68 —1.98 -2.23 -1.26  0.97 1.43 8.35
490 0.1384 -1.84 -1.95 -2.44 -1.26 1.18 1.58 8.54
491 0.2342 -1.63 -1.74 -2.17 -0.37 1.80 2.27 8.54
492 0.0771 -1.62 -1.96 -2.15 —-1.65 0.50 0.97 8.31
493 0.1736  —-1.54 -2.13 -2.05 -0.90 1.15 1.65 8.06
494 0.1342  -1.10 -2.08 —1.45 —1.14  0.31 0.95 7.66
495 0.0578 —-1.95 -2.43 -2.58 -1.38 1.20 1.57 8.17
496 0.0587 -2.02 -2.69 -2.68 —1.11  1.57 1.92 7.98
497 0.0563 -2.48 —2.48 -3.29 -1.35 1.94 2.14 8.65
498 0.1554 -0.98 —1.39 -1.29 -1.73 -0.44 0.24 8.23
499 0.2604 —-1.02 —1.00 -1.34 -0.95 0.39 1.06 8.66
500 0.0852 -2.04 —1.88 -2.70 -0.90 1.80 2.13 8.81
501 0.1355 -1.25 -2.13 -1.67 —-1.10  0.57 1.16 7.77
502 0.1078  -2.21 -2.25 -2.93 -0.88 2.05 2.33 8.61
503 0.1859  -1.06 —1.35 —1.40 -1.60 -0.20 0.45 8.36
504 0.074 -2.46 -2.71 -3.26 -0.93 233 2.53 8.40
505 0.107 —1.53 -2.72 -2.03 -0.54 1.49 2.00 7.46
506 0.0345 -1.27 -2.93 -1.69 -1.22  0.47 1.05 6.99
507 0.0163  -2.75 -3.10 -3.65 -1.55 2.10 2.21 8.30
508 0.0601  -1.36 -2.42 -1.79 -0.09 1.70 2.26 7.58
509 0.1487 -0.86 —1.57 -1.14 -1.59 -0.45 0.27 7.94
510 0.0267 -2.25 -2.66 -2.98 -1.66 1.32 1.59 8.24
511 0.0557 -0.93 -2.62 -1.23 -1.21  0.02 0.71 6.96
512 0.0787 —1.44 -2.65 -1.91 -0.95 0.96 1.49 7.44
513 0.1236 -1.71 -2.31 -2.26 -0.97 1.29 1.73 8.04
514 0.0288 —1.16 —2.48 -1.53 -1.79 -0.26 0.36 7.33
515 0.1232 —-1.58 -1.93 -2.08 -0.93 1.15 1.64 8.29
516 0.093 —1.67 —1.64 -2.22 -0.56 1.66 2.12 8.68
517 0.0277 -1.54 -3.12 -2.04 -0.39  1.65 2.15 7.07
518 0.0473 -2.24 —2.48 -2.97 -0.42  2.55 2.83 8.41
519 0.0674 -1.71 -2.36 -2.26 -1.34  0.92 1.36 8.00
520 0.0211  -2.22 —2.88 -2.95 —-1.60 1.35 1.63 7.99
521 0.0183 -1.89 -2.67 -2.51 —-1.90 0.61 1.00 7.87
522 0.0183 -1.77 -3.39 -2.35 —-1.00 1.35 1.77 7.03
523 0.0193 -1.91 -3.29 -2.52 -0.50 2.02 2.40 7.26
524 0.0495 -1.71 —2.68 -2.27 -1.23  1.04 1.48 7.68
525 0.0654  -1.47 -1.73 -1.95 -0.24 1.71 2.23 8.39
526 0.0385 -1.21 -3.52 —1.61 -0.56 1.05 1.65 6.34
527 0.089 —1.31 -2.33 -1.73 -1.19 0.54 1.12 7.63
528 0.0236 -2.12 -2.86 -2.81 -0.94 1.87 2.18 7.91
529 0.0867 —1.39 -2.76 —1.84 -0.77 1.07 1.62 7.28
530 0.2018 -1.16 -1.59 —1.54 -1.21 0.33 0.95 8.22
531 0.0675 —1.49 -3.41 -1.97 -0.29 1.68 2.19 6.73
532 0.0827 -0.97 -1.73 -1.29 -1.40 -0.11 0.58 7.89
533 0.0398 -1.26 -3.08 —1.66 -0.97 0.69 1.29 6.82
534 0.0479  -0.89 -2.42 -1.19 -1.51 -0.32 0.39 7.12
535 0.0273  -2.20 -2.28 -2.91 -1.35 1.56 1.85 8.57
536 0.0778 -1.26 -1.59 —1.66 —-1.16  0.50 1.09 8.31
537 0.1021  -0.71 -0.54 -0.95 -0.78 0.17 0.94 8.82
538 0.0377 -2.14 -2.45 -2.83 -1.63 1.20 1.50 8.33
539 0.0638 —1.15 -2.77 —1.51 -0.96 0.55 1.18 7.02
540 0.0298  -1.55 -3.34 -2.05 -0.88 1.17 1.67 6.86
541 0.1039  -1.32 —1.80 -1.74 -1.47  0.27 0.85 8.16
542 0.0311 -1.94 -3.14 -2.57 -1.08 1.49 1.86 7.45
543 0.0954 -1.72 -2.79 -2.28 -0.68 1.60 2.04 7.58
544 0.13 -2.02 -2.13 —2.68 -0.28  2.40 2.74 8.54
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Table 6 — continued Mass Accretion Rates and Efficiency Factors for the NB16 LINERs.

(1 2 3) 4) (5) (6) (N ®) ©
NB16 Log Log Log Log Log Log Log
Id z (dm/dt) (dM]dt) (ebor) (€) (€j/€vor)  (€/a)  (Mayn)
(Mo/yr) (Mo)

545 0.0421 -2.32 -2.33 -3.07 -1.69 1.38 1.63 8.64
546 0.0809 —1.42 -2.45 —1.87 -1.12  0.75 1.29 7.61
547 0.1115  -1.51 -1.92 -2.01 -1.36  0.65 1.16 8.24
548 0.0635 —1.58 -2.38 -2.08 -1.26 0.82 1.32 7.84
549 0.0722  -1.46 —-1.66 -1.93 -0.89 1.04 1.57 8.45
550 0.0445 -1.93 -2.22 -2.55 -0.66 1.89 2.27 8.36
551 0.0308 —-1.60 -3.09 -2.11 -1.13 0.98 1.46 7.15
552 0.0873 —1.33 -2.25 -1.76 -1.22  0.54 1.11 7.73
553 0.0362 -2.32 -2.60 -3.08 -1.52  1.56 1.80 8.37
554 0.0723  -2.03 -2.68 -2.69 -0.98 1.71 2.06 8.00
555 0.0785 —-1.90 -2.53 -2.52 -1.07 145 1.83 8.02
556 0.0873 -1.24 -2.43 —1.65 -1.10 0.55 1.15 7.46
557 0.0192  -1.77 -2.96 -2.34 —-1.58 0.76 1.19 7.46
558 0.0408 -1.96 -2.18 -2.60 -1.86 0.74 1.10 8.43
559 0.0298 -2.18 -2.77 -2.89 —-1.48 1.41 1.70 8.06
560 0.1946 —1.44 -1.71 -1.92 -1.20 0.72 1.25 8.38
561 0.0188  -2.20 -3.34 -2.93 —1.21 1.72 2.00 7.51
562 0.1298 -1.44 -1.91 -1.90 -0.71 1.19 1.72 8.17
563 0.0596 -2.17 —-1.94 —2.88 -0.88  2.00 2.30 8.88
564 0.0606 -2.12 -2.37 -2.81 —-1.41 1.40 1.72 8.40
565 0.0227  -2.07 -3.29 -2.74 —-1.14  1.60 1.93 7.43
566 0.1206  —1.59 -2.02 -2.12 -1.03 1.09 1.57 8.22
567 0.0817 -1.99 -2.17 -2.63 -1.37 1.26 1.62 8.47
568 0.0819 -1.97 —1.61 -2.61 -0.75 1.86 2.22 9.01
569 0.075 -2.10 -2.37 -2.79 0.17 2.96 3.28 8.38
570 0.0561  —1.53 -3.46 -2.03 -0.37 1.66 2.16 6.72
571 0.0448 -1.91 —1.53 -2.54 -0.65 1.89 2.27 9.03
572 0.0477  -2.49 -2.86 -3.30 -1.03  2.27 2.46 8.28
573 0.0293  -2.27 -2.23 -3.00 -1.06 1.94 2.21 8.69
574 0.0864 —1.85 —1.55 -2.45 -0.86 1.59 1.98 8.95
575 0.0172  -2.20 -3.00 -2.92 —1.61 1.31 1.59 7.85
576 0.0733  -1.97 -2.43 -2.61 -1.22  1.39 1.76 8.19
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