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ABSTRACT
Soft X-ray emission (0.5–2.0 keV) plays a pivotal role in regulating the optical and UV emission in the AGNs. We collected a
sample of 1811 AGNs from the SDSS database and obtained various parameters of Balmer lines, optical continuum, MgII line
& UV continuum and studied their dependencies on soft X-ray luminosity. Based on the linear regression analysis, we found
that FWHMMgII ∝ FWHM0.554H𝛽 suggesting that UV emission is arising from a region relatively outside the broad line region
(BLR) associated to the H𝛽 emission and found a strong correlation between optical and UV luminosities (LMgII ∝ L0.822H𝛽 ). It
was noticed that the dependency of optical continuum luminosities on soft excess changes with the redshift (LX ∝ L0.596

5100Å
for z

< 0.5 and LX ∝ L0.429
5100Å

for z > 0.5). The FWHM components of H𝛽 and MgII core components were found to be virialized and
is not affected by the soft excess emission whereas the wings of MgII display a dependency. We estimated a relation viz. LX
∝L0.520
3000Å

FWHM0.525MgII and found to be well in agreement with a proposed physical scenario. All the derived relations were used
to understand the inter-modulating association of the BLR and disc in the AGNs.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Accretion of matter onto the supermassive black holes (SMBHs) at
the center of galaxies is the main source of power in active galactic
nuclei (AGNs) causing their bolometric luminosity to be of order of
1048 erg s−1 (Woo&Urry 2002) whichmake them as one of the most
energetic objects in the universe. The width of the optical emission
lines are notable features in Type I AGNs and based on the broad-
ness, they are classified into two sub-classes viz. narrow-line Seyfert
galaxies (NLSy1) and broad-line Seyfert galaxies (BLSy1) (Zhou
et al. 2006; Tarchi et al. 2011) where the former is characterized by
full width at half maximum (FWHM) of H𝛽 ≤ 2200 km s−1 and flux
ratio of [OIII] to H𝛽 to be < 3 (Osterbrock & Pogge 1985). Broad
emission lines are originating in the broad line region (BLR) (Os-
terbrock 1989; Peterson 1997) that extends around tens of light-days
from SMBH (Kaspi et al. 2005; Bentz et al. 2006) and are mainly
due to photoionization by ultraviolet (UV) and X-ray emission orig-
inating in and above the accretion disc (Bahcall & Kozlovsky 1969;
Davidson & Netzer 1979). However there are different suggestions
about the structure of this region, some considered the emission to
be due to accretion disc wind (Proga et al. 2000; Kollatschny 2003;
Elvis 2017), whereas (Netzer & Laor 1993) considered the BLR to
extend from the inner accretion disc to the inner torus and its emis-
sion originating within the sublimation radius. Other studies of the
double-peaked broad emission lines suggested that BLR emission is
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originating from or close to the outer accretion disc (Strateva et al.
2003; Storchi-Bergmann et al. 2017).
The most frequently used broad emission lines to study the BLR at

low redshift are H𝛽 and H𝛼, but for redshifts higher than 1, MgII line
becomes the line of interest as H𝛽 and H𝛼 lines will shift out of the
optical band. Although broad lines are supposed to originate from
almost the same region but they have different properties and emis-
sion mechanisms, H𝛽 and H𝛼 are recombination lines while MgII is
dominated by collisional excitation (Guo et al. 2020). MgII emitting
region is considered to be extended to larger radius compared to H𝛽
and H𝛼 emitting regions (Salviander et al. 2007; Wang et al. 2009;
Popović et al. 2019; Savić et al. 2020). Popović et al. (2019) stated
that the region emitting MgII has more complex structure than the
one emitting Balmer broad lines and in their model they considered
the MgII broad line to originate from two sub-regions i.e. one con-
tributes to the core line and the other contributes to the broad wings
of the line.
The X-ray spectrum of an AGN is characterized by many physical

and radiative components based on the energy bands, primarily the
power-law component dominates the spectrum between 2 - 10 keV
and originates from Comptonization of disc photons by a compact
region smaller than the outer radius of the accretion disc known as
corona (Haardt &Maraschi 1991) or a jet. Below 2 keV, many AGNs
exhibit an excess of photons known as the soft excess component.
The soft excess in the X-ray spectra (0.5-2.0 keV) is almost observed
in a broad class of AGNs but many proposed mechanisms take the
claim to explain the feature. Basically this feature is a residual emis-
sion when a power-law is extrapolated to higher X-ray continuum

© 2015 The Authors

ar
X

iv
:2

21
1.

15
07

7v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.H

E
] 

 2
8 

N
ov

 2
02

2



2 D. Nour and K. Sriram

emission (Arnaud et al. 1985). The soft excess can be well fitted
with a black body model with a corresponding temperature found
to be around 0.1–0.2 keV across a broad range of AGN mass (e.g.
Gierliński & Done 2004). But this cannot be a thermal emission as
it is too high for a standard accretion disc as proposed by Shakura
& Sunyaev (1973). Another strong interpretation of the soft excess
is the Comptonization of the UV photons arising from the disc (Por-
quet et al. 2004). Magdziarz et al. (1998) suggested the existence of
secondary corona between the disc and the hot corona that is cooler
and has higher optical depth which in turns causes Comptonization
of X-ray photons. Tanaka et al. (2004) considered the soft excess to
be due to the partial covering factor whereas Ballantyne et al. (2001)
stated that reflection in the inner accretion disc might be a natural
reason for this emission (see also Crummy et al. 2006).

Studying X-ray emission of Type I AGNs provides us information
about the processes occurring at the innermost regions of AGNs as
we have a direct view of the central engine (Antonucci 1993). Many
studies have been carried out to investigate the relation between
optical emission lines of Type I AGNs andX-ray photon index. Boller
et al. (1995) andWang et al. (1996) reported a significant correlation
between the soft X-ray photon index (Γs) and FWHM(H𝛽) inNLSy1.
Ojha et al. (2020) studied the relation between FWHM (H𝛽) and hard
X-ray photon index (Γh) as well as the soft one (Γs) for a sample of
139 NLSy1 and 97 BLSy1. They found a significant anti-correlation
between (Γs) and FWHM (H𝛽) in BLS1 and observed a nominal
correlation in case of NLS1, whereas in case of (Γh) both sub-types
show mild correlation.

There are several attempts to study the evolution of X-ray spectra
of AGNs over time. Brinkmann et al. (1997) and Yuan et al. (1998)
found a strong correlation between X-ray spectral index and redshift
for a large sample of radio loud and radio quiet where z < 2. Sim-
ilar relation was found by Kelly et al. (2007) for redshift range of
0.1–3 and for high redshift AGNs 3.7 > z > 6.28 (Bechtold et al.
2003). On the other hand Page et al. (2003), Young et al. (2009a), and
Nanni et al. (2017) did not reported any evidence of evolution. Kelly
et al. (2007) stated that not all correlations between photon index and
redshift indicates spectral evolution with time, but it might be due
to different magnitude of contribution of soft excess and Compton
hump components at different redshifts. However the evolution of
the relation between soft X-ray and UV luminosities has been inves-
tigated by Risaliti & Lusso (2015), they concluded that this relation
is not changing over time and therefor can be used to estimate the
cosmological constants.

In this study we explored the association between BLR emission
lines (H𝛽&MgII) parameters and soft X-ray luminosity in the energy
band (0.5–2.0 keV) (LX). We would like to explore how the soft
excess or the reflection component originating in the keplerian disc
close to the SMBH affects the radiative and dynamic configuration
of the BLR. Liu et al. (2016) modeled the X-ray spectra of AGNs for
one of the largest samples, with a consistent physical model which
accounts for the soft excess. As not many works studied the relation
between the soft X-ray luminosity in the energy band (0.5-2keV)
and optical/UV properties for a large sample, we cross-matched the
SDSS dr 14 catalogue (Pâris et al. 2018) with Liu et al. (2016) to
finally get the large sample presented in the work. The present study
is the one of the largest collected samples to constrain the relations
between optical / UV continuum parameters & LX and investigate
the strength of these correlations. We also study the evolution of
correlation strengths over cosmic time (i.e. z).

Table 1. Number of sources of each sub-sample studied in this paper

Sub-sample No. of sources

1) H𝛽 vs MgII (FWHM & luminosity) 429
2) LX vs L5100Å 468
3) LX vs H𝛽 (FWHM & luminosity) 543
4) LX vs L3000Å 1515
5) LX vs MgII (FWHM & luminosity) 1695
6) LX vs L3000Å vs FWHM (MgII) 1492

2 DATA SELECTION AND REDUCTION

The quasars catalogue (Pâris et al. 2018) includes all SDSS-
IV/eBOSS objects that are confirmed to be quasars by having lu-
minosities Mi [z = 2] < -20.5 and show at least one emission line
with FWHM > 500 km s−1 or have an absorption feature. It contains
526 356 quasars for which we obtained X-ray counterparts by cross-
matching Pâris et al. (2018) catalogue with X-ray catalogue given
by Liu et al. (2016) within a radius of 5 arcseconds. This catalogue
contains 8445 point-like X-ray sources detected in the XMM-XXL
north survey (Pierre et al. 2016), 2512 of them have reliable redshift
measurements and the total coverage area of this survey is about 50
deg2 divided into two fields pertaining equal size. By limiting our
choice to Type I AGNs, this resulted in a sample of 1819 sources
and we excluded 8 AGNs with z > 3 due to high dispersion, hence
the final sample studied in this paper includes 1811 AGNs. Due to
the wavelength coverage of SDSS spectra (3610–10140 Å), not all
spectra cover both MgII and H𝛽 lines (i.e. 115 objects of the sample
show H𝛽 line without MgII line in their spectra, whereas 1267 spec-
tra show onlyMgII and the rest 429 objects show both H𝛽 andMgII).
However, the number of sources used in each sub-sample studied in
the present work are listed in Table. 1
To obtain the optical / UV properties of the sample, we down-

loaded the processed spectra from Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS)
DR14 database and later we analyzed each spectrum individually by
applying the following corrections (for more details see Sriram et al.
2022).
1. We first corrected each spectrum for galactic extinction us-

ing Fitzpatrick (1999) parameters and the galactic extinction maps
Schlegel et al. (1998).
2. Second step was to correct wavelength and flux for redshift

where _rest = _observed / (1+z) , frest = fobserved * (1+z).
3. Host galaxy contribution subtraction: It is necessary to eliminate

the host galaxy contribution in the optical spectra in order to perform
an accurate study for the central engine. Berk et al. (2006) stated
that an AGN spectrum can be reconstructed as linear combination of
eigenspectra. Therefor by performing principal component analysis
(PCA) technique, we divided each AGN spectrum into two parts,
host galaxy part (GAL) and central engine part (QSO) using quasars
and galaxy eigenspectra given by Yip et al. (2004a,b) as given in the
relation

𝑓 (_) =
𝑚∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑎𝑖𝑄𝑖 (_) +
𝑛∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑏 𝑗𝐺 𝑗 (_) (1)

Where f(_) is the best-fitting flux, ai and bj are eigencoefficients
and 𝑄i and 𝐺j are QSO and galaxy eigenspectra respectively. As the
properties of an AGN spectrum can be recovered by the first few
eigenspectra, we chose the number of QSO eigenspectra m=10 and
GAL eigenspectra n=5.
4. The continuum below the emission lines was fitted separately for

different regions (i.e. 4000–5500 Å for H𝛽 and [OIII] emission lines,
6300–6800 Å for H𝛼, [NII], and [SII] emission lines, and 2650–3050
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Figure 1. Example of the best of emission lines near H𝛽 for a source SDSS
J020853.28-043353.5. Different components are shown in different linemark-
ers (see the legend).
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Figure 2. Best fit of a MgII emission line ina source SDSS J022452.20-
040519.5. Different components are shown with different markers (see the
legend)

Å for MgII). For each of these regions, we considered the continuum
windows given in Kuraszkiewicz et al. (2002) then interpolate these
points by fitting a power law that determines the continuum level in
order to subtract it.
5. Emission lines fitting: Before fitting the emission lines we have

to overcome the optical FeII feature that has a strong contribution
in the region of 4000–5500 Å and hence affects the H𝛽 and OIII
line estimation. Using an online software given by Kovačević et al.
(2010) and Shapovalova et al. (2012), we fitted the optical FeII and
subtracted it from the spectrum. To fit the broad emission lines we
considered a two-component model (Popović et al. 2004; Bon et al.
2009) that suggested the BLR emission to be modelled by two com-
ponents originating from a two kinematically different regions i.e.
intermediate line region (ILR) that contributes to the core of the emis-
sion line and very broad line region (VBLR) that form the wings of
the line and is closer to the SMBH. H𝛽 line was fitted using three
Gaussian components viz. one represents emission for the narrow
line region (NLR), and remaining two for the BLR emission (ILR
and VBLR). MgII line overlaps with the UV FeII which was fitted
and subtracted using the method described by Kovačević-Dojčinović
& Popović (2015) and later MgII line was fitted using two Gaussian
components viz. one for the core and another to fit the wings. Figs.

1 and 2 show the best-fits of H𝛽 and MgII lines and the respective
insets display the various components.
6. The last step was to calculate all required parameters of emis-

sion lines components such as fluxes, luminosities, equivalent widths
(EWs), FWHMs as well as the continuum luminosity at 5100 Å and
3000 Å.
Liu et al. (2016) analyzed the X-ray spectra in their catalogue us-

ing the Bayesian X-ray Analysis software (Buchner et al. 2014) in
order to fit the spectra with a model consisting of three main com-
ponents (a) BNTORUS model (Brightman & Nandra 2011) to fit the
power-law continuum, absorption and Compton scattering features;
(b) the PEXMON model (Nandra et al. 2007) which represents the
reflection component; (c) a soft scattering component to account for
the soft X-ray excess in AGNs. For our study we adopted the soft
X-ray fluxes reported in Liu et al. (2016) to calculate the soft X-ray
luminosities for a sample of 1811 AGNs in order to constrain the
association of the reflection component emitting from the disc on
the H𝛽 and MgII emitting regions. These soft X-ray luminosities
are corrected for galactic absorption and no other components, such
as warm absorbers, have been taken into account. The cosmological
parameters used for our calculations areΩ𝑀 = 0.3,ΩΛ = 0.7, andΩ𝑘

= 0, H0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1. The derived optical and UV parameters
used in this paper are listed in Table 2 along with the estimated X-ray
luminosity. In Table 3, we listed Spearman’s correlation coefficient
𝜌 and probability P between the different parameters.

3 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We performed the correlation studies in order to understand the
association of optical/UV emitting regions and soft X-ray component
which origin is still debated.We also studied the correlations between
soft X-ray luminosity (LX) and continuum luminosities at 5100Å
and 3000Å as well as FWHMs of broad components of H𝛽 and
MgII.We determined the regression lines and Spearman’s correlation
coefficients (𝜌) for all correlations.

3.1 Optical and UV properties of the sample

The relation between FWHMs of broad components of Balmer lines
(H𝛼 and H𝛽) have been studied for different samples across a broad
range of redshifts. Greene&Ho (2005) studied a sample of 299AGNs
with z < 0.3, Mejía-Restrepo et al. (2016) chose a sample of 39 AGNs
with a redshift up to z = 1.6 and both studies found a strong correlation
between Balmer lines FWHMs consistent following a one is to one
relation. They suggested that both of these lines are emitted from the
same region. However there exist different assumptions in case of
the relation between FWHMs of MgII line and Balmer lines. Some
studies indicate that the MgII and H𝛽 have the same width. (McLure
& Jarvis 2002; Onken & Kollmeier 2008; Shen et al. 2008). Corbett
et al. (2003) observed a different result claiming that MgII is broader
than H𝛽. However other studies showed that MgII line is narrower
than H𝛽 line (Salviander et al. 2007; Wang et al. 2009; Vietri et al.
2020) and this difference inwidthwas considered as an indication that
MgII is emitted from a region located at a larger radius compared to
H𝛼 and H𝛽 emitting region. We investigated the correlation between
FWHMs ofH𝛽 andMgII broad components for 429 sources that have
both the lines in their spectra. The fitted regression line resulted in a
significant correlation (𝜌 = 0.58) between FWHM of H𝛽 and MgII
with a probability P = 4.3e–32 (see Fig. 3). The best fit by a linear
relation is shown in equation 2 with a slope = 0.55 indicates that the
width of MgII emission line is narrower than the H𝛽. A similar slope

MNRAS 000, 1–13 (2015)
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Figure 3. The relation between FWHMMgII and FWHMH𝛽 (BLR) . The solid
line shows the linear best-fit.

40.5 41.0 41.5 42.0 42.5 43.0 43.5 44.0 44.5
Log (L H BLR) (erg s 1)

40.5

41.0

41.5

42.0

42.5

43.0

43.5

44.0

44.5

Lo
g 

(L
M

gI
I C

+
W
)(

er
gs

1 )

= 0.83
P = 8.6e-110

Figure 4. The relation between LMgII and LH𝛽 (BLR) . The solid line is the
best-fit for the data.

was also obtained by Shen & Liu (2012) (slope = 0.57) for a sample
of 60 intermediate redshift quasars. Hence our sample supports the
previous studies that the MgII emitting region should be located at a
larger radius than the region, emitting Balmer lines.

log(FWHMMgII) = (0.554±0.033) log(FWHMH𝛽) )+(1.561±0.118)
(2)

We also studied the correlation between the luminosities of the two
emission lines (Fig. 4), and found them to correlate strongly 𝜌 = 0.83
with a slope = 0.822±0.028. This strong correlation indicates that
both optical and UV emissions of the BLR are affected similarly by
the ambient processes occurring near the central engine.

log(LMgII) = (0.822 ± 0.028) log(LH𝛽) + (7.742 ± 1.192) (3)

3.2 Relation between Soft excess and Optical continuum
emission components

3.2.1 Soft X-ray luminosity vs Optical continuum luminosity

The optical and UV emissions in AGNs arise from both the BLR and
the accretion disc (Padovani 2017) and possibly the accretion flow is
the source of optical and UV continuum emission (Koratkar & Blaes
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Figure 5. Soft X-ray luminosity versus L5100Å. The solid line shows linear
best-fit for the full sample, dotted line and dashed line display the linear best-
fits for sources z < 0.5 (represented by triangles) and z > 0.5 (plus markers),
respectively.

1999). We studied the correlation between LX and optical continuum
luminosity at 5100Å (L5100Å).We foundLX to correlatewith L5100Å
(𝜌= 0.63) (Fig. 5), with a probability� 0.00001. This indicates that
the soft excess feature possibly produced by the reflection of hard
X-rays from the accretion disc, causes an increase in the the optical
continuum emission. The best-fitting line resulted in the following
equation for AGNs z < 1.

log(LX) = (0.596 ± 0.035) log(L5100Å) + (17.094 ± 1.563) (4)

To check whether equation (4) displays any change with respect to
z, we divided the sample into two parts < z = 0.5 and z > 0.5.
For z < 0.5, 𝜌 = 0.58

log(LX) = (0.575 ± 0.080) log(L5100Å) + (16.866 ± 3.55) (5)

For z > 0.5, 𝜌 = 0.52

log(LX) = (0.429 ± 0.037) log(L5100Å) + (24.540 ± 1.669) (6)

As shown in equations (5) and (6) (see Fig. 5), the strength of corre-
lation was almost the same below and above z = 0.5. We noticed a
small variation in the observed slopes as depicted from the best-fits.
BLR of AGNs with z > 0.5 are relatively least affected by the soft
excess when compared to the BLR of AGNs with z < 0.5. To confirm
our results, we divided the sample into redshift bins with Δ log z =
0.16 (Fig. 6-upper panel). Then we fitted the data points in each bin
with equation of the form LX= a1 log L5100Å + b1. We ignored the
first two bins as the number of sources is < 4. In lower panel of Fig.6,
we display the relation between slopes of each bin and the redshift.
We noted a slight decrease in slopes values for sources at z > 0.5.
A larger sample across the redshift would be helpful to reinforce the
observed variation.
However evolution studies using H𝛽 can not give robust results as

it is limited to sources z < 1, because for sources with z > 1, H𝛽 will
be shifted out of the optical spectrum range.

3.2.2 L𝑋 vs LH𝛽 & FWHMH𝛽

The broad component of H𝛽 is considered to arises from theBLR that
is considered to be relatively closer to the central engine as per the
unified model of AGNs. Previous studies confirmed the existence of
a strong correlation between hard X-ray luminosity in 2–10 keV and
the luminosity of the broad component of H𝛽 (Bianchi et al. 2009;
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Piconcelli et al. 2005; Jin et al. 2012; Sriram et al. 2022). Assuming
that the soft X-ray luminosity is due to the reflection mechanism over
the disc, the hard X-ray and soft X-ray luminosities too are corre-
lated. Hence we also found a strong correlation (𝜌= 0.63) between
the luminosity of BLR component and the soft excess (0.5–2.0 keV),
the best-fit line is shown in equation 7. This strong correlation con-
tinues to exist for other components of the broad emission line (ILR
& VBLR; see Fig. 7). The tight correlation indicates that the reflec-
tion component (i.e. soft excess) clearly influences the radiative and
geometrical configuration of the BLR. We investigated the evolution
of LX-LH𝛽 relation with redshift for ILR, VBLR and BLR by ap-
plying linear fit of the form log LX= a2 log LH𝛽 + b2 for sources in
redshift bins of 0.16 and did not find any significant change in the
slopes values as shown in lower panels of Fig. 7. Since the variation is
independent of z, this relation can be useful for cosmological studies
but a larger sample is mandatory to confirm this result.

log(LX) = (0.636 ± 0.028) log(LH𝛽BLR) + (16.558 ± 1.185) (7)

The FWHM of H𝛽BLR did not exhibit any correlation with LX
and this agrees with the result reported by Grupe et al. (2010) for a
sample of 92 bright soft X-ray sources. Bianchi et al. (2009) with a
sample of 103 AGNs found a similar result, thus they considered the
strong correlation between FWHMofH𝛽 and concluded that the ratio
between soft to hardX-ray luminosity is solely due to decrease in hard
X-ray luminosity rather than increasing in the soft X-ray luminosity.
FWHM of an emission line is affected by the gravity of the SMBH
existing at the center of an AGN, this effect causes faster rotation of
the surroundingmaterial that have smaller radius comparedwith ones

at larger radius (v≈ (𝐺𝑀/𝑅)1/2). As H𝛽 emission line is broader
than other Balmer lines as well as MgII emission line, therefor it is
originating from a portion of the BLR closer to the SMBH than other
broad emission lines and it shows virialization in the whole profile
as expected from a ideal Keplerian motion (Popović et al. 2019).
Hence its broadening has to be primarily due to the gravitational
effect of the SMBH. We tested this suggestion for our sample by
plotting the ILR component that fits the core of H𝛽 line and the
VBLR component which used to fit the wings versus LX (Fig. 8).
We did not find any significant correlation, therefore we conclude
that the whole line profile of H𝛽 is virialized. The non-existence of
a correlation between FWHMs of different Balmer components and
soft X-ray luminosity indicates that this reflected emission does not
affect the kinematics of the portion of BLR that emits H𝛽 line.

3.3 Relation between soft excess and UV emission

3.3.1 Soft X-ray luminosity vs UV continuum luminosity

The relation between LX(2keV) and UV luminosity at 2500 Å has
been studied for sources up to z ≈ 6 over different magnitudes of
luminosity. The largest studied samples include a sample of 545
sources (Lusso et al. 2010) observed by XMM-Newton survey and
a sample of 333 quasars (Steffen et al. 2006) observed by different
X-ray and optical surveys. Young et al. (2009b) also studied a sam-
ple of 350 sources using the data from SDSS and XMM-Newton
surveys and Risaliti & Lusso (2015) combined the data from previ-
ous studies to form the largest sample with 808 sources. All these
studies confirm a non-linear relation between LX(2keV) and L2500Å
with a slope ranging between 0.5–0.7, suggesting the existence of a
universal mechanism connecting the coronal emission to accretion
disc emission.
For the sample analyzed in this paper, we have obtained the UV
luminosity at 3000Å (L3000Å) along with LX for a sample of 1515
AGNs. We investigated the relation between these two luminosities
and found a strong correlation between them (𝜌 = 0.7; Fig. 9). The
best-fit regression line resulted in the following relation.

log(LX) = (0.557 ± 0.014) log(L3000Å) + (18.943 ± 0.655) (8)

Similar to previous studies, we also noted a non-linear relation
between the two luminosities.
Risaliti & Lusso (2015) stated that the non-linear relation does not

show any change with respect to the redshift and therefore can be
used to estimate cosmological parameters. To check if our sample
follow the same trend, we divided our sample into small redshift
bins with Δ log z = 0.08 (Fig. 10). Later, we performed a linear fit
for the data present in each bin using the equation log LX= a3 log
LUV + b3 without constraining the fitting parameters. We ignored the
first redshift bin as it contains < 10 sources. In Fig. 11, we display
the relation between slopes of each bin and the redshift. We too did
not find any significant change in the value of the slope over the
different redshift bins. The average values of slope is found to be 𝑎=
0.521±0.041. Our result also supports the existence of a universal
mechanism through which the energy is steadily transferred from the
disc to corona causing it to radiate at higher temperature, enough to
maintain the stable emission (Risaliti & Lusso 2015).

3.3.2 LX vs LMgII & FWHMMgII

MgII _ 2800Å is a UV emission line that has a broad component
possibly emitted from the BLR. Similar to the relation between LX vs
LH𝛽 discussed in section (3.2.2), we studies the connection between
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Figure 8. Soft X-ray luminosity versus FWHMs of H𝛽 components (i.e. ILR, VBLR, and BLR from left to right panels).

LX and LMgII and found LX to correlate firmly with the luminosity
of the core component as well as the luminosity of the wings. The
strongest correlation was observed for the addition of the two com-
ponents; 𝜌 = 0.76 (Fig. 12) and it follows the relations based on the
best-fits.

log(LX) = (0.658 ± 0.014) log(LMgII) + (15.629 ± 0.615) (9)

The above relation clearly suggests that the soft X-ray emission is
affecting the UV luminosity around MgII line in the BLR.
Since the MgII line is a manifestation of various components

affecting the width of the line, we used a linear fit to further probe

the dependency of the LX on the FWHM of MgII. Unlike FWHM
of H𝛽 line, we observed a considerable correlation between LX and
FWHMMgII where 𝜌 = 0.37 for the broad component (core+wings)
(Fig. 13)

log(LX) = (1.081±0.071) log(FWHMMgII)+(40.070±0.259) (10)
The slope of this equation is well in agreement with the relation

found by Lusso & Risaliti (2017) for a sample of 545 AGNs (L2keV
∝ FWHM 0.971

MgII ). We also fitted MgII line with two components,
one for the core and the other for wings and further to check the
origin of this correlation we studied the relation between LX and
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Figure 11. Best-fitting values of the slopes in each redshift (z) bin. The
horizontal thick line show the average value 𝑎3= 0.521±0.041, the two dashed
lines indicate the ±1𝜎 region.

each component individually. The core component of MgII line did
not show any correlation with LX contrary to the FWHM of the
wings component that exhibits a relatively strong correlation 𝜌 =
0.45. Many studies has been carried out to explain the geometry of
BLR based on the relations obtained between widths of different
broad emission lines. In Goad et al. (2012) model, the BLR has a
bowl-shaped geometry and the broadening of emission lines at larger
radius is mainly due to the turbulence that causes velocity to increase
with increasing height. León-Tavares et al. (2013) suggested that
MgII emission is connected with outflows, this was confirmed later
by other studies (Jonić et al. 2016; Popović et al. 2019; Savić et al.
2020), that considered thewings ofMgII emission lines are caused by
inflow/outflow in the BLR. The observed strong correlation between
of FWHMMgII of wings component and LX and its absence in case
of the core component is a clear evidence that the core of MgII line
is virialized whereas the wings are of different origin that might be
due to outflow/inflow in BLR. Assuming that the soft excess is due
to the reflection of hard X-rays then it can be concluded that the
reflection in the disc plays a key role in launching outflow or inflow
in the BLR. Overall the core component of MgII is arising from the
BLR whereas the outflow/inflow phenomena are occurring over the
disc region as they are more tightly connected to the LX.
This also explains why we did not observe a similar correlation in

case of H𝛽 line as this line is totally virialized and soft excess does
not influences the width of the line. In order to strengthen the relation
obtained between LX and LUV and test its connection with the broad
line region we included FWHMMgII to the equation. We limited our
choice to sources that have FWHM > 2000 km s−1. As shown in Fig.
14 we plotted the relation between LX, LUV, and FWHMMgII. The
best-fitting plane is given in equation 11

log(LX) = (0.520 ± 0.014) log(L3000Å)
+ (0.525 ± 0.053) log(FWHMMgII) + (8.710 ± 0.646) (11)

The slopes values are in good agreement with Lusso&Risaliti (2017)
theoretical model (LX ∝ L 4/7UV FWHM

4/7). In this toy model they
connected the accretion power emitted by corona with the BLR size,
they assumed the coronal emission is powered by accretion disc at
transition radius where gas pressure equates the radiation pressure.
In order to check the robustness of the estimated values of slopes, we
changed the values of a and b between 0.4–0.6 and found the lowest
values of χ2 to be at a=0.52, b=0.52 (Fig. 14), these values are in
agreement with the slopes values reported in equation (11). Similar to
Lusso & Risaliti (2017) we tested the evolution of LX–LUV–FWHM
relation with time by following the same steps explained in 3.3.1. For
sources exist in each redshift bin of Fig. 15, we fitted an equation of
the form log LX = 𝛼 log LUV + 𝛽 log FWHMMgII + 𝛾, we found
the mean values of a and b to be 0.453 and 0.468 respectively. These
two values did not exhibited any changes with z as shown in Fig. 16,
therefore this relation too can be used to estimate the cosmological
constants.

4 RESULTS AND CONCLUSION

For a sample of 1811 Type I AGNs extracted from SDSS database,
we analyzed their optical spectra and estimated the parameters of
emission lines existing in the optical/UV domain of the spectrum to
understand the relation between them and the effect of soft X-ray
excess on these parameters.

(i) The optical (H𝛽) and UV (MgII) emission lines of the BLR
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correlates strongly in luminosity as well as FWHM. We found MgII
line to be narrower than H𝛽 and hence probably originating from
a region that extended to a larger radius than H𝛽 emitting region.
Moreover the wings of MgII line needs to arise from a different
region as discussed by Popović et al. (2019). We found no correlation
between L𝑋 (0.5-2.0 keV) and FWHM𝐻𝛽 components. Since not
much work has been done, future studies would be helpful to confirm
this result.
(ii) It is found that the relation between L𝑋 and L3000Å or L5100Å

suggests that a similar mechanism is at work in linking soft X-ray
and UV or optical luminosities in simple scenario as suggested by
Lusso & Risaliti (2017). However if the soft excess is due to partial
covering scenario, where the primary X-rays emitted by the corona
are reprocessed in an absorbing material with varying densities and
ionization states assumed to be located close the corona, this will
affect the correlation (e.g. Tanaka et al. 2004). In this model, the
dependency of L𝑋 – L3000Å or L5100Å may vary depending on the
varying flux levels especially in the X-ray band. If we assume that the

soft excess is a result of reflection phenomenon then the soft X-rays
are strongly affected by the light bending effect (Miniutti & Fabian
2004) near the SMBH unrelated to the UV and optical emission. In
this scenario also the correlation varies, more detailed studies are
necessary to predict the correlation.
(iii) We confirm the non-linearity observed in the relation between

LX and LUV, even in case of soft X-ray range (0.5-2 keV). This rela-
tion is not changing over redshift even after including the FWHM to
the correlation and hence can be used to estimate the cosmological
parameters. However, in general the uncertainties in the correlation
is affected by the absorption in UV and X-ray energy bands, contri-
bution of dust, observational contaminants in the UV and Eddington
bias (Risaliti & Lusso 2019). Furthermore the intrinsic variation of
X-ray flux in AGNs will also affect the observed correlation. Future
observations are necessary to precisely constrain the observed degree
of non-linearity between LX –LUV relation.
(iv) Soft X-ray luminosity has no effect on the kinematics of the

BLR emitting H𝛽 line and MgII line core. Whereas it plays a key
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AGNs pertaining FWHMMgII > 2000 km s−1 and the plane in the figure
represents the best-fit for the data. Lower panels: χ2 versus the values of
slopes 𝛼 and 𝛽.

role in the outflow/inflow that causes the broadening of MgII line
and responsible for its wings. If we assume that the soft excess is
produced due to the reflection scenario where a fraction of hard X-
rays emitted by corona are incident and subsequently reflected in the
disc, then this mechanism is important in order to understand the
phenomenon of outflow/inflows in AGNs.
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Figure 15. Redshift distribution of the sample of 1492 AGNs that have LX,
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Table 2. Spectral parameters for the first 75 objects of the 1811 AGNs sample are displayed. Full version of the table is available as a supplementary material.
Column 3: redshift; column 4: soft X-ray luminosity in (0.5–2.0 keV) calculated using fluxes given by Liu et al. (2016); column 5: continuum luminosity
at 3000Å; column 6: continuum luminosity at 5100Å; columns 7,8,9 and 10 : FWHMs of H𝛽 components; columns 11,12, 13 and 14 : luminosities of H𝛽
components; columns 15, 16,and 17: FWHMs of MgII components; columns 18, 19, and 20: luminosities of MgII components.

Log (LX) Log(L3000Å) Log(L5100Å) Log(FWHM H𝛽) (km s−1) Log(LH𝛽 ) (erg s−1) Log(FWHMMgII)(km s−1) Log(L MgII) (erg s−1)
ID SDSS name z (erg s−1) (erg s−1) (erg s−1) NLR ILR VBLR BLR NLR ILR VBLR BLR core wings c+w core wings c+w
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) (17) (18) (19) (20)
1 020550.94-065350.0 0.59 42.46 43.25 – 2.50 3.16 3.76 3.40 40.52 41.04 41.64 41.74 3.30 4.10 3.16 41.08 41.55 41.55
2 023025.82-042354.5 0.60 43.01 43.26 – – – – – – – – – 3.41 3.78 3.61 41.35 41.83 41.95
3 022149.33-052454.9 0.66 43.90 43.28 – 2.40 3.64 3.94 3.79 41.03 41.15 41.45 41.63 3.30 4.01 3.41 41.51 41.84 42.00
4 022415.76-052720.0 0.56 42.91 43.33 42.51 2.40 3.03 3.72 3.24 41.26 40.87 41.65 41.72 3.14 4.07 3.18 40.73 41.52 41.58
5 022116.34-050819.0 0.54 43.16 43.39 43.28 2.34 3.05 3.62 3.28 40.79 40.82 41.40 41.50 3.42 4.08 3.47 41.27 41.14 41.51
6 020334.58-051721.3 1.13 43.95 43.43 – – – – – – – – – 3.40 3.70 3.72 41.34 41.55 41.76
7 022205.99-032346.4 0.57 42.79 43.43 43.37 2.29 3.27 3.72 3.33 39.77 40.98 41.06 41.32 3.39 3.84 3.44 41.62 41.47 41.85
8 020655.39-040805.1 0.55 42.36 43.43 43.44 2.58 3.01 3.97 3.51 40.94 40.82 41.82 41.86 3.08 3.93 3.29 40.10 40.90 40.96
9 021936.57-033358.8 0.72 43.01 43.44 44.22 2.45 3.16 3.76 3.68 41.13 42.67 42.86 41.89 3.34 3.69 3.54 41.21 41.52 41.69
10 021037.14-061614.9 0.53 42.89 43.44 43.51 2.69 3.16 3.76 3.31 40.27 41.15 41.53 41.68 3.17 3.86 3.29 40.92 41.26 41.42
11 021950.50-040141.0 0.51 42.55 43.51 43.37 2.41 3.10 3.84 3.21 39.87 41.05 41.39 41.55 3.35 3.88 3.54 41.19 41.61 41.75
12 020655.10-064551.6 0.56 43.38 43.53 43.64 2.68 3.16 3.77 3.40 40.71 40.97 41.58 41.67 3.30 4.06 3.43 41.10 41.46 41.62
13 020734.47-060542.7 0.65 43.14 43.53 43.32 2.49 3.16 3.76 3.24 32.39 41.38 41.44 41.71 3.31 4.02 3.45 41.50 41.92 42.06
14 020813.75-043651.5 0.59 43.04 43.53 43.45 2.52 3.17 3.92 3.35 39.67 40.90 41.52 41.61 3.31 4.03 3.43 41.19 41.54 41.70
15 021537.17-045657.2 1.03 43.54 43.55 – – – – – – – – – 3.40 3.71 3.50 41.49 41.45 41.77
16 023049.60-052000.1 0.77 43.71 43.56 43.24 2.29 3.16 3.76 3.76 40.27 41.49 41.96 41.96 3.42 4.05 3.50 41.89 41.91 42.20
17 021448.84-040601.7 0.44 42.73 43.59 43.15 2.67 3.16 3.77 3.47 40.06 40.96 41.68 41.75 3.35 4.00 3.63 41.17 41.85 41.93
18 022509.79-051246.5 0.87 43.61 43.60 44.07 2.37 3.14 3.96 3.94 37.33 41.28 42.78 42.78 2.96 3.86 3.72 41.26 42.51 42.53
19 021335.38-043941.3 0.70 42.84 43.61 43.86 2.63 3.16 3.77 3.77 40.75 41.33 41.96 41.96 2.96 3.70 3.44 40.13 40.96 41.02
20 020542.94-065941.3 0.69 43.24 43.62 43.96 2.32 3.12 3.73 3.73 40.32 41.99 41.87 41.87 3.42 4.03 3.68 41.48 42.09 42.18
21 021657.09-053159.5 0.46 42.74 43.62 43.89 2.61 3.54 3.87 3.78 41.29 41.14 41.91 41.98 3.37 4.15 3.53 41.29 41.79 41.91
22 022944.55-050750.9 1.59 43.96 43.62 – – – – – – – – – 3.40 4.13 3.92 42.09 42.74 43.09
23 022441.65-045001.5 0.90 43.11 43.63 44.09 2.53 3.16 3.76 3.33 41.03 41.49 41.91 42.05 3.29 3.95 3.41 41.69 41.97 42.15
24 023309.17-050243.3 0.52 43.04 43.64 43.29 2.65 3.16 3.77 3.33 40.74 41.12 41.56 41.70 3.37 4.04 3.44 41.27 41.43 41.66
25 021353.83-050933.3 1.15 43.63 43.64 – – – – – – – – – 3.41 3.70 3.48 41.73 41.57 41.96
26 023103.39-050202.4 0.65 42.66 43.65 43.72 2.51 3.16 3.76 3.27 40.25 41.36 41.56 41.77 3.49 3.72 3.51 41.32 40.89 41.46
27 022803.33-054014.8 0.56 42.90 43.65 42.97 2.45 3.16 3.77 3.31 40.05 41.20 41.59 41.74 3.33 4.00 3.66 41.06 41.82 41.89
28 021454.15-051414.2 0.57 43.49 43.66 43.70 2.47 3.01 3.98 3.59 40.93 40.54 41.60 41.63 3.20 3.87 3.29 41.25 41.67 41.81
29 020718.49-041629.9 0.76 43.40 43.66 43.13 2.56 3.28 3.85 3.39 40.95 41.31 41.56 41.75 3.35 4.07 3.55 41.30 41.86 41.96
30 021421.45-035117.2 1.30 44.02 43.67 – – – – – – – – – 3.40 4.04 3.57 41.56 41.92 42.08
31 021502.99-051141.5 0.53 42.67 43.67 43.31 2.44 3.16 3.76 3.76 40.94 41.01 40.88 40.88 3.29 4.08 3.46 41.22 41.73 41.85
32 020454.66-051014.4 0.70 42.72 43.67 – 2.29 3.37 3.76 3.37 40.69 41.12 41.09 42.12 3.28 4.10 3.43 41.08 41.52 41.66
33 020834.45-041557.5 1.05 44.01 43.69 – – – – – – – – – 3.40 4.10 3.47 42.02 42.18 42.41
34 022918.27-053804.1 0.48 43.70 43.69 43.57 2.37 3.20 4.01 3.33 41.35 41.33 41.78 41.91 3.28 4.02 3.39 41.57 41.90 42.07
35 021909.73-032318.4 0.54 43.13 43.69 43.47 2.71 3.16 3.78 3.29 40.91 41.16 41.46 41.63 3.23 3.77 3.31 41.57 41.85 42.03
36 021535.93-035612.9 0.74 43.21 43.69 43.64 2.53 3.16 3.76 3.56 40.36 40.69 41.56 41.61 3.05 3.77 3.61 40.97 41.77 41.83
37 021835.91-053757.9 0.39 43.65 43.70 44.01 2.55 3.28 3.87 3.56 40.48 41.39 42.02 42.11 3.46 4.09 3.63 41.13 41.55 41.69
38 022921.92-044219.9 0.78 43.53 43.70 44.18 2.29 3.09 3.79 3.26 40.01 41.70 42.19 42.32 3.48 3.83 3.52 41.36 41.09 41.55
39 020703.36-062917.2 0.59 43.51 43.71 43.73 2.29 3.01 3.81 3.14 40.58 41.10 41.68 41.78 3.12 3.79 3.36 42.24 41.48 41.48
40 022047.30-042619.0 0.83 42.86 43.72 44.10 2.50 3.16 3.76 3.28 32.53 41.32 41.59 41.78 3.27 4.04 3.40 41.43 41.83 41.98
41 022258.90-055758.1 0.73 43.45 43.73 44.23 2.70 3.32 4.01 3.64 41.41 41.43 42.18 42.25 3.20 3.92 3.27 41.16 41.50 41.66
42 021331.35-042849.5 0.74 43.64 43.75 43.95 2.59 3.16 3.76 3.62 40.00 40.81 41.81 41.85 3.32 4.06 3.47 41.69 42.13 42.27
43 021423.22-053002.3 1.28 43.86 43.75 – – – – – – – – – 3.40 3.84 3.46 41.99 41.87 42.23
44 020504.45-065412.5 0.73 43.22 43.76 44.01 2.69 3.31 3.87 3.92 40.30 40.93 41.99 42.02 3.33 3.86 3.53 41.33 41.82 41.94
45 021933.75-054920.1 0.69 43.30 43.76 44.12 2.36 3.21 3.87 3.85 40.92 40.87 41.81 41.86 2.96 3.86 3.86 41.70 42.27 42.27
46 021705.45-053428.2 0.63 43.15 43.76 43.24 2.42 3.16 3.77 3.31 40.18 41.33 41.71 41.86 3.32 4.09 3.43 41.76 42.06 42.24
47 020309.07-043709.7 0.60 43.28 43.78 42.90 2.29 3.01 3.34 3.03 40.39 40.88 40.67 41.09 3.38 3.70 3.16 41.17 41.72 41.83
48 020543.26-051702.4 0.65 42.74 43.80 44.04 2.54 3.14 3.82 3.65 40.63 41.11 42.08 42.13 2.96 3.78 3.70 41.95 41.38 41.40
49 021402.24-051317.4 0.64 43.25 43.80 43.96 2.29 3.16 3.77 3.31 39.93 41.34 41.72 41.87 3.27 3.57 3.18 41.07 41.91 41.97
50 020915.99-051543.1 0.62 43.99 43.81 43.85 2.61 3.16 3.77 3.58 40.54 40.85 41.75 41.80 3.34 4.00 3.41 42.04 42.10 42.37
51 022658.02-051606.5 0.91 43.60 43.82 43.38 2.52 3.16 3.76 3.68 40.38 40.72 41.94 41.97 3.40 4.05 3.89 41.34 42.17 42.23
52 021550.87-043140.3 1.18 43.40 43.82 – – – – – – – – – 3.40 4.06 3.52 41.63 41.91 42.09
53 021109.34-043038.0 2.05 44.02 43.83 – – – – – – – – – 3.41 4.03 3.75 41.89 42.65 42.72
54 023427.71-045706.6 0.60 43.41 43.83 43.39 2.53 3.16 3.76 3.31 40.16 41.27 41.65 41.80 3.48 3.72 3.66 41.53 41.94 42.08
55 020737.37-051353.2 0.99 43.40 43.83 44.12 2.55 3.16 3.76 3.76 41.00 41.83 41.62 41.62 3.40 4.07 4.00 41.95 42.12 42.12
56 021915.89-050503.1 0.38 42.07 43.85 43.44 2.59 3.21 3.91 3.34 40.72 41.32 41.71 41.86 3.21 4.02 3.38 41.27 41.87 41.97
57 022439.73-042401.6 0.48 43.33 43.86 44.14 2.66 3.25 3.86 3.44 41.31 41.28 41.83 41.94 3.55 4.05 3.19 40.99 41.76 41.83
58 022608.03-030556.8 0.78 43.34 43.86 44.33 2.37 3.64 3.84 3.85 41.12 40.91 41.72 41.94 – – – – – –
59 021539.84-044639.0 1.56 43.59 43.86 – – – – – – – – – 3.51 4.04 3.68 42.26 42.91 43.23
60 022055.25-031215.2 1.22 43.99 43.86 – – – – – – – – – 3.72 4.16 3.76 42.53 42.18 42.69
61 021702.14-035645.7 0.63 42.49 43.87 43.90 2.38 3.27 3.72 3.68 31.64 40.97 41.79 41.85 3.52 4.04 3.75 41.45 41.99 42.10
62 021006.85-051538.5 0.54 42.55 43.87 43.54 2.51 3.16 3.76 3.67 39.67 40.56 41.73 41.75 3.29 3.87 3.36 41.87 41.98 42.23
63 020836.23-064949.0 0.91 43.65 43.87 44.12 2.30 3.17 3.74 3.18 39.96 41.76 40.92 41.82 3.53 3.67 3.18 41.83 42.40 42.50
64 021946.98-055525.1 0.55 43.02 43.88 43.61 2.64 3.01 3.98 3.15 40.59 41.03 41.71 41.80 3.33 4.03 3.41 41.59 41.74 41.97
65 023435.43-045431.9 0.63 43.27 43.89 43.53 2.71 3.16 3.77 3.66 40.16 40.62 41.74 41.77 3.42 4.02 3.59 41.56 41.99 42.13
66 020450.76-041628.6 0.58 43.29 43.89 43.66 2.29 3.20 3.77 3.36 40.23 41.38 41.77 41.92 3.31 4.02 3.40 41.67 41.84 42.07
67 020732.28-042636.7 1.11 43.33 43.90 – – – – – – – – – 3.40 3.71 3.67 41.23 42.25 42.29
68 021031.98-060515.2 0.97 44.04 43.90 44.11 2.29 3.16 3.77 3.77 32.79 41.78 42.46 42.46 3.36 4.09 3.50 42.23 42.59 42.74
69 022548.06-051706.2 0.76 43.61 43.90 – – – – – – – – – 3.40 4.01 3.61 41.36 41.94 42.04
70 022249.13-044600.9 1.22 43.85 43.91 – – – – – – – – – 3.55 3.78 3.78 42.03 42.09 42.36
71 021946.18-050041.2 0.77 43.00 43.92 42.39 2.61 3.15 3.77 3.31 40.55 41.53 41.93 42.07 3.33 3.80 3.47 41.52 41.86 42.02
72 022001.26-034830.0 0.58 42.96 43.92 43.71 2.48 3.17 3.51 3.62 41.10 40.91 41.54 41.63 3.30 3.87 3.84 40.49 41.98 41.99
73 020709.83-042501.4 0.73 43.20 43.92 43.97 2.68 3.16 3.77 3.77 41.20 41.04 41.81 41.81 3.31 4.10 3.39 41.82 41.96 42.20
74 020202.44-042819.5 0.72 43.46 43.92 43.73 2.59 3.01 3.90 3.20 40.77 41.31 42.06 42.13 3.13 3.69 3.20 42.10 41.65 41.65
75 023128.99-044847.1 0.65 43.26 43.94 43.69 2.33 3.01 3.34 3.08 40.75 41.19 41.10 41.45 3.34 3.61 3.36 41.66 41.12 41.77
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Table 3. Correlations for optical, UV, and X-ray parameters. We reported here only correlations with P < 0.05.

LX λEdd z MBH L3000Å L5000Å EW H𝛽 EW H𝛽 FWHM H𝛽 FWHM H𝛽 L H𝛽 L H𝛽 EW MgII EW MgII FWHMMgII FWHMMgII L MgII L MgII
ILR VBLR ILR VBLR ILR VBLR core wings core wings core wings

LX 𝜌 1 0.18 0.71 0.49 0.71 0.63 X 0.21 X X 0.63 0.71 X X X 0.45 0.73 0.72
P 0 3.63E-15 6.003E-286 1.61E-112 2.7E-217 3.21E-52 X 2.71E-06 X X 1.53E-53 6.23E-76 X X X 1.34E-73 1.58E-251 8.14E-237

λEdd 𝜌 0.18 1 0.21 -0.43 0.37 0.22 0.29 -0.05 0.245 -0.11 0.39 0.22 -0.07 -0.31 -0.24 0.076 0.36 0.28
P 3.63E-15 0 2.93E-21 2.8E-84 3.73E-53 6.95E-07 4.1E-11 0.215 7.24E-08 0.012 4.41E-19 7.93E-07 0.004 3.8E-32 1.31E-21 0.003 9.46E-47 6.35E-28

z 𝜌 0.71 0.21 1 0.4 0.62 0.55 0.11 0.21 0.13 -0.1 0.51 0.64 X -0.11 0.43 0.14 0.67 0.64
P 6.003E-286 2.93E-21 0 4.5E-73 2.63E-169 2.83E-40 0.012 2.49E-05 0.008 0.022 1.18E-32 6.42E-57 X 1.15E-05 2.04E-67 3.67E-08 4.55E-195 4.7E-171

MBH 𝜌 0.49 -0.43 0.4 1 0.54 0.46 -0.17 0.12 0.13 0.19 0.25 0.49 -0.22 -0.13 0.58 X 0.57 0.53
P 1.61E-112 2.8E-84 4.5E-73 0 2.11E-119 3.44E-26 0.0002 0.006 0.004 4.84E-05 2.08E-08 1.59E-29 1.12E-18 1.82E-07 4.94E-130 X 1.22E-82 5.3E-109

L3000Å 𝜌 0.71 0.37 0.62 0.54 1 0.83 X X 0.31 X 0.78 0.85 -0.25 -0.36 0.4 0.15 0.88 0.87
P 2.7E-217 3.73E-53 2.63E-169 2.11E-119 0 8.6E-110 X X 2.7E-10 X 3.53E-78 1.99E-107 3.34E-23 8.68E-47 8.6E-57 1.8E-09 0 0

L5000Å 𝜌 0.63 0.22 0.55 0.46 0.83 1 X -0.15 0.36 0.103 0.69 0.8 -0.18 -0.16 0.113 0.14 0.68 0.73
P 3.21E-52 6.95E-07 2.83E-40 3.44E-26 8.6E-110 0 X 0.002 7.7E-16 0.02 1.25E-66 1.28E-108 0.0004 0.001 0.02 0.004 1.44E-52 1.48E-63

EW H𝛽ILR 𝜌 X 0.29 0.11 -0.17 X X 1 0.23 0.37 X 0.35 X 0.21 X -0.21 X X X
P X 4.1E-11 0.012 0.0002 X X 0 6.23E-07 7.48E-17 X 1.75E-14 X 2.46E-05 X 8.72E-05 X X X

EW H𝛽VBLR 𝜌 0.21 -0.05 0.21 0.12 X -0.15 0.23 1 X 0.12 X 0.35 0.16 0.23 X X X X
P 2.71E-06 0.215 2.49E-05 0.006 X 0.002 6.23E-07 0 X 0.015 X 6.7E-15 0.002 1.83E-05 X X X X

FWHM H𝛽ILR 𝜌 X 0.245 0.13 0.13 0.31 0.36 0.37 X 1 0.48 0.54 0.34 X X X 0.14 0.29 0.26
P X 7.24E-08 0.008 0.004 2.7E-10 7.7E-16 7.48E-17 X 0 1.24E-09 1.38E-37 4.18E-14 X X X 0.004 1.33E-08 8.14E-07

FWHM H𝛽VBLR 𝜌 X -0.11 -0.1 0.19 X 0.103 X 0.12 0.48 1 X 0.16 -0.14 0.127 0.326 X X 0.12
P X 0.012 0.022 4.84E-05 X 0.02 X 0.015 1.24E-09 0 X 0.0003 0.004 0.014 0.041 X X 0.03

LH𝛽ILR 𝜌 0.63 0.39 0.51 0.25 0.78 0.69 0.35 X 0.54 X 1 0.72 X -0.25 X 0.17 0.74 0.64
P 1.53E-53 4.41E-19 1.18E-32 2.08E-08 3.53E-78 1.25E-66 1.75E-14 X 1.38E-37 X 0 5.35E-77 X 1.26E-06 X 0.0005 7.66E-68 6.41E-45

LH𝛽VBLR 𝜌 0.71 0.22 0.64 0.49 0.85 0.8 X 0.35 0.34 0.16 0.72 1 -0.1 -0.106 0.154 X 0.74 0.79
P 6.23E-76 7.93E-07 6.42E-57 1.59E-29 1.99E-107 1.28E-108 X 6.7E-15 4.18E-14 0.0003 5.35E-77 0 0.04 0.04 0.002 X 5.72E-68 5.6E-82

EW MgIIcore 𝜌 X -0.07 X -0.22 -0.25 -0.18 0.21 0.16 X -0.14 X -0.1 1 0.41 0.17 0.26 0.16 -0.06
P X 0.004 X 1.12E-18 3.34E-23 0.0004 2.46E-05 0.002 X 0.004 X 0.04 0 9.05E-55 2.3E-10 3.08E-24 4.4E-09 0.009

EW MgIIwings 𝜌 X -0.31 -0.11 -0.13 -0.36 -0.16 X 0.23 X 0.127 -0.25 -0.106 0.41 1 X 0.15 -0.22 0.055
P X 3.8E-32 1.15E-05 1.82E-07 8.68E-47 0.001 X 1.83E-05 X 0.014 1.26E-06 0.04 9.05E-55 0 X 3.18E-09 6.5E-18 0.032

FWHMMgIIcore 𝜌 X -0.24 0.43 0.58 0.4 0.113 -0.21 X X 0.326 X 0.154 0.17 X 1 0.159 0.47 0.42
P X 1.31E-21 2.04E-67 4.94E-130 8.6E-57 0.02 8.72E-05 X X 0.041 X 0.002 2.3E-10 X 0 8.12E-10 7.5E-85 7.12E-67

FWHMMgIIwings 𝜌 0.45 0.076 0.14 X 0.15 0.14 X X 0.14 X 0.17 X 0.26 0.15 0.159 1 0.26 0.23
P 1.34E-73 0.003 3.67E-08 X 1.8E-09 0.004 X X 0.004 X 0.0005 X 3.08E-24 3.18E-09 8.12E-10 0 3.5E-21 5.04E-20

L MgIIcore 𝜌 0.73 0.36 0.67 0.57 0.88 0.68 X X 0.29 X 0.74 0.74 0.16 -0.22 0.47 0.26 1 0.85
P 1.58E-251 9.46E-47 4.55E-195 1.22E-82 0 1.44E-52 X X 1.33E-08 X 7.66E-68 5.72E-68 4.4E-09 6.5E-18 7.5E-85 3.5E-21 0 0

L MgIIwings 𝜌 0.72 0.28 0.64 0.53 0.87 0.73 X X 0.26 0.12 0.64 0.79 -0.06 0.055 0.42 0.23 0.85 1
P 8.14E-237 6.35E-28 4.7E-171 5.3E-109 0 1.48E-63 X X 8.14E-07 0.03 6.41E-45 5.6E-82 0.009 0.032 7.12E-67 5.04E-20 0 0

M
N
R
A
S

000,1–13
(2015)



12 D. Nour and K. Sriram

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We acknowledge the Referee for providing useful comments which
improved the quality of the work. D. Nour acknowledges Al Baath
University, Syria for the financial support. KS acknowledges the fi-
nancial support from the Core Research Grant programme under
SERB, Government of India.
Funding for SDSS-III has been provided by the Alfred P. Sloan Foun-
dation, the Participating Institutions, the National Science Founda-
tion, and the U.S. Department of Energy Office of Science. The
SDSS-III web site is http://www.sdss3.org/.
SDSS-III is managed by the Astrophysical Research Consortium

for the Participating Institutions of the SDSS-III Collaboration in-
cluding the University of Arizona, the Brazilian Participation Group,
Brookhaven National Laboratory, Carnegie Mellon University, Uni-
versity of Florida, the French Participation Group, the German Par-
ticipation Group, Harvard University, the Instituto de Astrofisica de
Canarias, theMichigan State/Notre Dame/JINA Participation Group,
Johns Hopkins University, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory,
Max Planck Institute for Astrophysics, Max Planck Institute for Ex-
traterrestrial Physics, New Mexico State University, New York Uni-
versity, Ohio State University, Pennsylvania State University, Univer-
sity of Portsmouth, Princeton University, the Spanish Participation
Group, University of Tokyo, University of Utah, Vanderbilt Uni-
versity, University of Virginia, University of Washington, and Yale
University.

DATA AVAILABILITY

Data used in this work can be accessed from
https://www.sdss.org/dr14/ and is also available with authors

REFERENCES

Antonucci R., 1993, Annual review of astronomy and astrophysics, 31, 473
Arnaud K., et al., 1985, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,
217, 105

Bahcall J. N., Kozlovsky B.-Z., 1969, The Astrophysical Journal, 155, 1077
Ballantyne D., Ross R., Fabian A., 2001, Monthly Notices of the Royal
Astronomical Society, 327, 10

Bechtold J., et al., 2003, The Astrophysical Journal, 588, 119
Bentz M. C., et al., 2006, The Astrophysical Journal, 651, 775
Berk D. E. V., et al., 2006, The Astronomical Journal, 131, 84
Bianchi S., Bonilla N. F., Guainazzi M., Matt G., Ponti G., 2009, Astronomy
& Astrophysics, 501, 915

Boller T., Brandt W. N., Fink H., 1995, arXiv preprint astro-ph/9504093
Bon E., Popović L., Gavrilović N., Mura G. L., Mediavilla E., 2009, Monthly
Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 400, 924

Brightman M., Nandra K., 2011, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society, 413, 1206

BrinkmannW., YuanW., Siebert J., 1997, Astronomy and Astrophysics, 319,
413

Buchner J., et al., 2014, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 564, A125
Corbett E., et al., 2003, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,
343, 705

Crummy J., Fabian A., Gallo L., Ross R., 2006, Monthly Notices of the Royal
Astronomical Society, 365, 1067

Davidson K., Netzer H., 1979, Reviews of Modern Physics, 51, 715
Elvis M., 2017, The Astrophysical Journal, 847, 56
Fitzpatrick E. L., 1999, Publications of the Astronomical Society of the
Pacific, 111, 63

Gierliński M., Done C., 2004, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society, 349, L7

GoadM., Korista K., Ruff A., 2012, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronom-
ical Society, 426, 3086

Greene J. E., Ho L. C., 2005, The Astrophysical Journal, 630, 122
Grupe D., Komossa S., Leighly K. M., Page K. L., 2010, The Astrophysical
Journal Supplement Series, 187, 64

Guo H., et al., 2020, The Astrophysical Journal, 888, 58
Haardt F., Maraschi L., 1991, The Astrophysical Journal, 380, L51
Jin C., Ward M., Done C., 2012, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society, 422, 3268

Jonić S., Kovačević-Dojčinović J., Ilić D., Popović L., 2016, Astrophysics
and Space Science, 361, 1

Kaspi S., Maoz D., Netzer H., Peterson B. M., Vestergaard M., Jannuzi B. T.,
2005, The Astrophysical Journal, 629, 61

Kelly B. C., Bechtold J., Siemiginowska A., Aldcroft T., Sobolewska M.,
2007, The Astrophysical Journal, 657, 116

Kollatschny W., 2003, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 407, 461
Koratkar A., Blaes O., 1999, Publications of the Astronomical Society of the
Pacific, 111, 1

Kovačević-Dojčinović J., Popović L. Č., 2015, The Astrophysical Journal
Supplement Series, 221, 35

Kovačević J., Popović L. Č., Dimitrĳević M. S., 2010, The Astrophysical
Journal Supplement Series, 189, 15

Kuraszkiewicz J. K., Green P. J., Forster K., Aldcroft T. L., Evans I. N.,
Koratkar A., 2002, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series, 143,
257

León-Tavares J., et al., 2013, The Astrophysical Journal Letters, 763, L36
Liu Z., et al., 2016, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 459,
1602

Lusso E., Risaliti G., 2017, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 602, A79
Lusso E., et al., 2010, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 512, A34
Magdziarz P., Blaes O. M., Zdziarski A. A., Johnson W. N., Smith D. A.,
1998, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 301, 179

McLure R. J., Jarvis M. J., 2002, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society, 337, 109

Mejía-Restrepo J. E., Trakhtenbrot B., Lira P., Netzer H., Capellupo D. M.,
2016, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 460, 187

Miniutti G., Fabian A., 2004, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society, 349, 1435

Nandra K., O’Neill P., George I., Reeves J., 2007, Monthly Notices of the
Royal Astronomical Society, 382, 194

Nanni R., Vignali C., Gilli R., Moretti A., Brandt W., 2017, Astronomy &
Astrophysics, 603, A128

Netzer H., Laor A., 1993, The Astrophysical Journal, 404, L51
Ojha V., Chand H., Dewangan G. C., Rakshit S., 2020, The Astrophysical
Journal, 896, 95

Onken C. A., Kollmeier J. A., 2008, The Astrophysical Journal, 689, L13
Osterbrock D., 1989, Journal of the Royal Astronomical Society of Canada,
83, 345

Osterbrock D. E., Pogge R. W., 1985, The Astrophysical Journal, 297, 166
Padovani P., 2017, Frontiers in Astronomy and Space Sciences, 4, 35
Page K. L., Turner M. J., Reeves J., O’Brien P. T., Sembay S., 2003, Monthly
Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 338, 1004

Pâris I., et al., 2018, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 613, A51
Peterson B. M., 1997, An introduction to active galactic nuclei. Cambridge
University Press

Piconcelli E., Jimenez-Bailón E., Guainazzi M., Schartel N., Rodríguez-
Pascual P., Santos-Lleó M., 2005, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 432, 15

Pierre M., et al., 2016, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 592, A1
Popović L., Mediavilla E., Bon E., Ilić D., 2004, Astronomy & Astrophysics,
423, 909

Popović L. Č., Kovačević-Dojčinović J., Marčeta-Mandić S., 2019, Monthly
Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 484, 3180

Porquet D., Reeves J., O’brien P., Brinkmann W., 2004, Astronomy & Astro-
physics, 422, 85

Proga D., Stone J. M., Kallman T. R., 2000, The Astrophysical Journal, 543,
686

Risaliti G., Lusso E., 2015, The Astrophysical Journal, 815, 33
Risaliti G., Lusso E., 2019, Nature Astronomy, 3, 272

MNRAS 000, 1–13 (2015)



Association of optical, UV and soft X-ray emission in AGNs 13

Salviander S., Shields G. A., Gebhardt K., Bonning E., 2007, The Astrophys-
ical Journal, 662, 131

Savić Ð., Popović L. Č., Shablovinskaya E., Afanasiev V. L., 2020, Monthly
Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 497, 3047

Schlegel D. J., Finkbeiner D. P., Davis M., 1998, The Astrophysical Journal,
500, 525

Shakura N. I., Sunyaev R. A., 1973, Astronomy and Astrophysics, 24, 337
Shapovalova A., et al., 2012, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series,
202, 10

Shen Y., Liu X., 2012, The Astrophysical Journal, 753, 125
Shen Y., Greene J. E., Strauss M. A., Richards G. T., Schneider D. P., 2008,
The Astrophysical Journal, 680, 169

Sriram K., Nour D., Choi C., 2022, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronom-
ical Society, 510, 3222

Steffen A. T., Strateva I., Brandt W., Alexander D., Koekemoer A., Lehmer
B., Schneider D., Vignali C., 2006, The Astronomical Journal, 131, 2826

Storchi-Bergmann T., Schimoia J. d. S., Peterson B. M., Elvis M., Denney
K. D., Eracleous M., Nemmen R. S., 2017, The Astrophysical Journal,
835, 236

Strateva I. V., et al., 2003, The Astronomical Journal, 126, 1720
Tanaka Y., Boller T., Gallo L., Keil R., Ueda Y., 2004, Publications of the
Astronomical Society of Japan, 56, L9

Tarchi A., Castangia P., Columbano A., Panessa F., Braatz J., 2011, Astron-
omy & Astrophysics, 532, A125

Vietri G., et al., 2020, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 644, A175
Wang T., Brinkmann W., Bergeron J., 1996, Astronomy and Astrophysics,
309, 81

Wang J.-G., et al., 2009, The Astrophysical Journal, 707, 1334
Woo J.-H., Urry C. M., 2002, The Astrophysical Journal, 579, 530
Yip C.-W., et al., 2004a, The Astronomical Journal, 128, 585
Yip C., et al., 2004b, The Astronomical Journal, 128, 2603
Young M., Elvis M., Risaliti G., 2009a, The Astrophysical Journal Supple-
ment Series, 183, 17

YoungM., Elvis M., Risaliti G., 2009b, The Astrophysical Journal, 708, 1388
Yuan W., Brinkmann W., Siebert J., Voges W., 1998, arXiv preprint astro-
ph/9805015

Zhou H., Wang T., Yuan W., Lu H., Dong X., Wang J., Lu Y., 2006, The
Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series, 166, 128

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.

MNRAS 000, 1–13 (2015)


	1 Introduction
	2 DATA SELECTION AND REDUCTION
	3 Results and Discussion
	3.1 Optical and UV properties of the sample
	3.2 Relation between Soft excess and Optical continuum emission components
	3.3 Relation between soft excess and UV emission

	4 Results and conclusion

