
Received <day> <Month>, <year>; Revised <day> <Month>, <year>; Accepted <day> <Month>, <year>
DOI: xxx/xxxx

ARTICLE TYPE

X-HESS: a large sample of highly accreting serendipitous AGN
under the XMM-Newton microscope

M. Laurenti1,2 | F. Tombesi1,3,4,5 | F. Vagnetti1,6 | E. Piconcelli3 | M. Guainazzi7 | R. Middei2,3

1Dipartimento di Fisica, Università di Roma
“Tor Vergata”, Via della Ricerca Scientifica
1, 00133 Roma, Italy

2Space Science Data Center, SSDC, ASI,
Via del Politecnico snc, 00133 Roma, Italy

3INAF – Osservatorio Astronomico di
Roma, Via Frascati 33, 00040 Monte
Porzio Catone, Italy

4Department of Astronomy, University of
Maryland, College Park, MD 20742, USA

5NASA/Goddard Space Flight Center,
Greenbelt, MD 20771, USA

6INAF – Istituto di Astrofisica e
Planetologia Spaziali, Via del Fosso del
Caveliere 100, 00133 Roma, Italy

7ESA European Space Research and
Technology Centre (ESTEC), Keplerlaan 1,
2201 AZ, Noordwijk, The Netherlands

Correspondence
Email: marco.laurenti@roma2.infn.it

Abstract

The bulk of X-ray spectroscopic studies of active galactic nuclei (AGN) are focused
on local (z < 0.1) sources with low-to-moderate (< 0.3) Eddington ratio (�Edd).
It is then mandatory to overcome this limitation and improve our understanding of
highly accreting AGN. In this work we present the preliminary results from the anal-
ysis of a sample of ∼ 70 high-�Edd radio-quiet AGN at 0.06 ≤ z ≤ 3.3, based on
the 10th release of the XMM-Newton serendipitous source catalogue, that we named
as XMM-Newton High-Eddington Serendipitous AGN Sample (X-HESS). Almost
∼ 35% of the X-HESS AGN have multi-epoch archival observations and ∼ 70% of
the sources can rely on simultaneous OM optical data. First results reveal sources
showing signatures of ultra-fast outflows and remarkable long- and short-term X-
ray flux variations. Indeed in J095847.88+690532.7 (z ∼ 1.3), one of the most
densely monitored objects hosting a ∼109M⊙ supermassive black hole, we discov-
ered a variation of the soft X-ray flux by a factor of > 2 over approximately one week
(rest-frame). Large variations in the power-law continuum photon index Γ are also
observed, questioning expectations from previously reported Γ − �Edd relations, for
which Γ ≥ 2 would be a ubiquitous hallmark of AGN with �Edd ∼ 1.
KEYWORDS:
galaxies: active – quasars: general – catalogs

1 INTRODUCTION

Active galactic nuclei (AGN) are very energetic extragalactic
sources powered by gas accretion onto a central supermassive
black hole (SMBH). A well known proxy for the AGN accre-
tion activity is represented by the Eddington ratio parameter,
�Edd = Lbol∕LEdd, whereLbol andLEdd indicate the bolometric
and Eddington luminosity, respectively.
The bulk of X-ray spectroscopic studies of AGN are

focused on local (z < 0.1) sources with low-to-moderate (<
0.3) Eddington ratio (e.g. Bianchi, Guainazzi, Matt, Fonseca
Bonilla, & Ponti, 2009; Nandra & Pounds, 1994; Piconcelli et
al., 2005; Ricci et al., 2018). Highly accreting AGN (�Edd ≳
0.5) have often been overlooked, also as a consequence of their

relative paucity in the local Universe, with the notable excep-
tion of Narrow Line Seyfert 1 galaxies (NLSy1s; e.g. Brandt,
Mathur, & Elvis, 1997; Costantini, Gallo, Brandt, Fabian, &
Boller, 2007; Fabian et al., 2013; Gallo, 2006; Jin, Done,
Middleton, & Ward, 2013; Waddell & Gallo, 2020). However
NLSy1s might represent a biased population, since they con-
sist in a peculiar and restricted class of AGN hosting only
low-mass SMBH (MBH ∼ 106 − 107M⊙). Thus it would be
desirable to expand the analysis of high-�Edd AGN by includ-
ing sources distributed among a broader redshift interval and
hosting more massive SMBHs. Indeed, a deeper understand-
ing of the physical processes occurring in the whole population
of highly accreting AGN would be extremely interesting for
several reasons. The standard model of accretion discs, devel-
oped by Shakura& Sunyaev (1973), predicts an optically thick,
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geometrically thin disc that is radiatively efficient, and AGN
accreting at low and moderate Eddington ratios are consistent
with this scheme. However, radiation pressure gains increasing
importance at higher �Edd and eventually contributes to thicken
the innermost regions of the accretion disc along the vertical
scale. This leads to a system that is both optically and geo-
metrically thick, also known as slim disc (e.g. Abramowicz,
Czerny, Lasota, & Szuszkiewicz, 1988; Chen & Wang, 2004;
Sądowski et al., 2011;Watarai, Fukue, Takeuchi, &Mineshige,
2000). The accretion flow in the slim disc is characterised by
frequent interactions between matter and radiation, causing a
significant increase of the diffusion timescale of the photons,
which may easily exceed the accretion timescale. As a result,
the radiation energy is trapped in the flow and advected inwards
(e.g. Mineshige, Kawaguchi, Takeuchi, & Hayashida, 2000;
Ohsuga, Mineshige, Mori, & Umemura, 2002). Photon trap-
ping effects imply that the observed disc luminosity (∼ Lbol)
and, in turn, �Edd are expected to saturate to a limiting value
of approximately 5−10 LEdd for steadily increasing accretion
rates, while the effective temperature profile of the disc flattens
and is no longer proportional to r−3∕4, as in the standard discs.
Moreover, the study of high-�Edd AGN is important in terms

of their cosmological implications. In the past few years there
has been an increasing effort to detect quasars (i.e. AGN with
Lbol > 1046 erg s−1 ; QSOs hereafter) shining at z ∼ 6−7,
when the Universe was less than 1 Gyr old (e.g. Bañados et al.,
2016;Mazzucchelli et al., 2017;Wu et al., 2015). Since the vast
majority of these QSOs host massive SMBH (∼ 109M⊙), this
leads to face the difficult task to comprehend the nature of the
physical processes that allowed the black hole seeds to grow
up to a billion solar masses in such a relatively short amount of
time. Several scenarios have been proposed (see e.g. the review
in Valiante, Agarwal, Habouzit, & Pezzulli (2017)), and it has
been suggested that these SMBHsmay evolve via gas accretion
at a rate equal to or above the Eddington rate.
Finally, a high-�Edd is invoked as a key ingredient for the

launching of powerful nuclear outflows (e.g. King & Pounds,
2015; Proga, 2005; Zubovas & King, 2013), such as warm
absorbers and ultra-fast outflows (UFOs) that could be capa-
ble of controlling the growth and evolution of the host galaxy
(e.g. Fiore et al., 2017; Hopkins & Elvis, 2010). These out-
flows are believed to deposit large amounts of energy and
momentum into the interstellar medium (e.g. Zubovas & King,
2012) and affect the host galaxy gas reservoir available for
both star formation and SMBH accretion, offering a possible
explanation for the observed MBH−� relation (e.g. Ferrarese
& Merritt, 2000). Accordingly, the AGN feedback mechanism
should manifest itself in full force in high-�Edd sources, mak-
ing them the ideal laboratory for probing the real impact of
nuclear activity on the evolution of massive galaxies (e.g. Bis-
chetti et al., 2019, 2017; Laurenti et al., 2021; Marziani et al.,

2016; Nardini et al., 2015; Reeves et al., 2009; Tombesi et al.,
2015).

2 CORRELATION WITH X-RAY
PROPERTIES

X-ray observations provide the invaluable opportunity to
investigate the emission arising from the nuclear region of
AGN, and have often concurred to highlight interesting cor-
relations between the supermassive black hole accretion prop-
erties and various X-ray parameters. For instance, a long-
standing issue consists in the existence of a positive correlation
between the photon index of the X-ray power-law continuum
Γ and �Edd, implying a very steep continuum (i.e. Γ > 2)
is a prerogative of AGN with �Edd ≳ 0.3 (e.g. Brightman et
al., 2013; Fanali et al., 2013; Huang et al., 2020; Liu et al.,
2021; Risaliti, Young, & Elvis, 2009; Shemmer, Brandt, Net-
zer, Maiolino, & Kaspi, 2008). This is often explained in terms
of an enhanced UV emission from the disc, that improves the
efficiency of the radiative cooling in the X-ray corona and, con-
sequently, leads to the reduction of the electron temperature,
resulting in an overall steepening of the power-law continuum.
The discovery of such a strong dependence of Γ on log�Edd(i.e.
Γ ∼ 0.3 × log �Edd+2; e.g. Brightman et al. (2013); Risaliti et
al. (2009); Shemmer et al. (2008)) elicited immediate interest
due to its possible application in X-ray extragalactic surveys,
as it would allow to estimate theMBH for AGN with a reliable
measurement of Γ, including type-2 AGN, for which com-
monly used ‘single-epoch’MBH estimators are not applicable.
However, Trakhtenbrot et al. (2017) questioned the existence
of a strong correlation between Γ and �Edd reporting only a
very weak correlation after analysing a large sample of low-z
(0.01<z<0.5) sources with broadband X-ray spectra from the
BAT AGN Spectroscopic Survey.
Furthermore, Lusso et al. (2010) studied the hard X-

ray bolometric correction, kbol,X = Lbol∕L2−10 keV, and the
optical/UV-to-X-ray spectral slope (�ox) of AGN in the COS-
MOS survey as a function of log�Edd, and reported on a
positive correlation between the Eddington ratio and the two
X-ray quantities. These relations support a scenario in which
the accretion disc-corona system of highly accreting AGN is
different from that of standard AGN, producing a relatively
weaker X-ray emission as compared to the optical/UV. How-
ever, a full understanding of the correlations involving �Edd,
Γ and the other X-ray parameters is severely hampered by the
lack of a large number of high-�Edd AGN, raising the chal-
lenging task of increasing the amount of data related to AGN
belonging to the extreme high-end tail of the �Edd distribution.
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3 X-HESS

As discussed in Sect. 1, except for some local NLSy1, there
are only a few pointed observations of high-�Edd AGN espe-
cially at higher z. Thus if we merely rely on such dedicated
observations, then building a sample of highly accreting AGN
which is both statistically sound and well representative of
the whole population is extremely difficult. However, many
of them can be serendipitously found in the field of other X-
ray sources which have been intensively observed thanks to
deep observational campaigns carried out with XMM-Newton
(Jansen et al., 2001). For this reason, the analysis of serendip-
itous high-�Edd AGN discloses the unprecedented possibility
to investigate not only their spectral but also variability prop-
erties in the X-rays in a much wider range of black hole mass,
bolometric luminosity and redshift.
In order to define a large sample of high-�Edd serendipitous

AGN, we choose to exploit the extended database included
in the 10th release of the XMM-Newton Serendipitous Source
Catalogue (4XMM-DR10; Webb et al. (2020)), that contains
∼ 11600 observations in which approximately 850000 sources
have been detected. To recover only those X-ray observations
of spectroscopically-confirmed AGN, we consider the cata-
logue of spectral properties of QSOs from the Sloan Digital
Sky Survey Data Release 14 (Rakshit, Stalin, & Kotilainen,
2020), including ∼ 526000 AGN, and crossmatch it with the
serendipitous XMM-Newton catalogue within a radius of 3 arc-
sec in coordinates to avoid possible spurious identifications,
while maximising the completeness of the sample. Then we
impose the additional requirements that (i) each source with
multi-epoch detections must have at least one good quality
observation in terms of photon counts in the broad (E=0.2−12
keV) EP8 band, i.e. EP_8_CTS≥1000, to ensure robust spec-
tral results and (ii) consider only those AGNwith a sufficiently
high value of log �Edd that we set to log �Edd ≥ −0.2. At this
stage, we obtain a sample of 88 AGN for a total of 202 obser-
vations. Since we are only interested in radio-quiet AGN, we
remove from the sample seven sources that have been classified
as radio-loud and also three more quasars that are known to be
lensed. Starting from this sample of 78 AGN, we impose the
further condition that the MBH estimate of each source must
be derived from the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of
either H� or Mg II emission lines, which are more reliable esti-
mators than the FWHM of C IV (e.g. Baskin & Laor, 2005;
Coatman et al., 2017; Vietri et al., 2020, 2018).
Finally, we obtain a catalogue of 69 AGN with 161

observations that we name as XMM-Newton High-Eddington
Serendipitous AGN Sample, or X-HESS. The X-HESS AGN
are distributed over wide intervals of redshift (0 < z<3.3),
bolometric luminosity (44.7< log(Lbol∕erg s−1)<48.1), black
hole mass (6.8 < log(MBH∕M⊙)<9.9) and Eddington ratio (
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FIGURE 1 Relative frequency histogram of MBH in the X-HESS
sample (in red) and the subsample of highly accreting AGN (in blue)
analysed by Liu et al. (2021). X-HESS allows us to extend the study of
high-�Edd AGN towards the poorly-explored extreme end of the black
hole mass distribution.

−0.2 < log �Edd < 0.78 ). The presence of AGN spanning a
wide range of MBH, Lbol and z contributes to make X-HESS
a useful tool to improve our understanding of high-�Edd AGN
in those regions of the parameter space of the main physical
quantities that have been poorly sampled so far. Specifically,
the broadMBH distribution of the X-HESS AGN (see Fig. 1 )
allows us to extend the analysis of highly accreting sources
towards AGNwith black hole mass values substantially higher
than those previously considered in other studies of high-�Edd
quasars in the local Universe (e.g. Liu et al., 2021; Lu et
al., 2021). Reported in Fig. 2 is the logLbol − z distribu-
tion of the X-HESS sources, where AGN with individual or
multi-epoch observations are described by points highlighted
in different colours. The multi-epoch subsample of X-HESS is
well representative of the whole sample in terms of the main
physical parameters, including MBH and �Edd and offers the
unprecedented opportunity to investigate the X-ray flux and
spectral variability of 25 highly accreting sources which have
been repeatedly observed by XMM-Newton for 117 times. For
this reason, as a first step we are currently concentrating our
efforts to analyse this subsample. Furthemore, this study can
be complemented with optical/UV data, allowing us to inves-
tigate the interplay with the X-rays (e.g. with �ox), by taking
advantage of the observations carried out by the Optical Mon-
itor (OM; Mason et al., 2001) aboard XMM-Newton. Indeed,
the vast majority of the X-HESS sources (∼ 70%) can rely
on simultaneous OM observations obtained by crossmatching
X-HESS with the latest release of the XMM-OM Serendip-
itous Ultraviolet Source Survey Catalogue (SUSS5.0; Page
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FIGURE 2 Distribution of the X-HESS sources in the logLbol − zplane. AGN with individual or multi-epoch observations are shown
in grey and red, respectively. The multi-epoch subsample is well
representative of the whole sample in terms of these parameters.

et al., 2012). This could allow us e.g. to study correlations
between X-ray and optical/UV on timescales longer than the
light-travel time between the disc and corona, both within sin-
gle observations (for the longest exposures ∼ 100 ks) as well
as between different observations, typically separated by times
from weeks to years. The heterogeneous properties of the X-
HESS sources, including the multi-epoch AGN, allow us to
extend the dynamic range of the relations involving �Edd and
X-ray spectral parameters, such as the one involving the pho-
ton index Γ discussed in Sect. 1, by significantly populating
the poorly explored extreme end of the �Edd distribution with
AGN covering a large parameter space in terms of z,MBH and
Lbol.
Shown in Fig. 3 is the distribution of the multi-epoch X-

HESS AGN in the Γ vs log �Edd plane, where the photon index
is derived for each source from a complete one-by-one spectral
analysis, adopting the same procedure described in Laurenti
et al. (2022), associated to the observation with the longest
exposure. The expected relations from other studies are plotted
in the same figure, where we also include the points describ-
ing the high-�Edd AGN sample analysed in our previous work
Laurenti et al. (2022). Regarding the X-HESS AGN, given
the energy dependence of the effective area of XMM-Newton,
the selection criterion based on the number of counts in the
EP8 band is approximately translated into a condition about
the photon counts in the soft X-rays, as the counts above > 2
keV are expected to give a minor contribution. Thus, in prin-
ciple, this might introduce a bias due to the fact that we are
likely to select preferentially sources with a soft X-ray con-
tinuum, i.e. with large values of Γ. However, the preliminary
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FIGURE 3 Γ vs log �Edd for the highly accreting AGN in the multi-
epoch X-HESS subsample (in red). High-�Edd AGN from our previous
work Laurenti et al. (2022) are also shown in the same figure (blue
triangles). Solid, dashed and dash-dotted lines describe the expected
relation from other studies.

results from X-HESS are indicative of a large dispersion of Γ
values in the Γ − log �Edd plane, with a conspicuous number
of sources showing photon indices less steep than expected.
This evidence is apparently in agreement with our previous
findings, thus supporting the difficulty to utilise the expected
relations to obtain an accurate measurement of the black hole
mass from the X-ray spectrum. This may also indicate that the
interplay of the accretion disc-corona system in such highly
accreting sources is more complicated than what previously
thought and might affect the slope of the X-ray emission by
causing a redistribution (perhaps time-dependent) of the disc
accretion power dissipated in the corona, such as a variation in
the inner truncation radius of the accretion disc or the geometry
of the disc-corona complex (e.g. Kubota & Done, 2018).
Despite the preliminary status of the analysis of the multi-

epoch X-HESS AGN, some individual sources have already
provided interesting case studies. For instance, in one of the
two XMM-Newton observations of the NLSy1 galaxy PG
1448+273 (z = 0.0645) we found evidence of an absorption
feature atE ∼ 7.5 keV (see Fig. 4 ) which represents the spec-
tral imprint of a powerful UFO, that we analysed in Laurenti
et al. (2021) by means of a novel photoionisation model called
Wind in the Ionised Nuclear Environment (WINE; Luminari
et al., 2018).
In addition, X-HESS does also include sources that show

remarkable X-ray flux variations over different timescales. As
an example, SDSS J095847.88+690532.7, one of the most
densely observed X-HESS AGN hosting a ≳ 109M⊙ black
hole at redshift z∼1.3 shows large variations in terms of Γ and
both soft (E = 0.5−2 keV) and hard (E = 2−10 keV) X-ray
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FIGURE 4 Hard (E > 2 keV rest frame) X-ray spectrum of PG
1448+273 modelled with a power law modified by Galactic absorp-
tion (in green). Residuals with respect to this simple model are shown
in the bottom panel. Data from EPIC-pn, MOS1 andMOS2 are shown
in black, red and blue, respectively. The UFO absorption feature at
E ∼ 7.5 keV is clearly visible in both panels.

flux over more than a decade, as displayed in Fig. 5 . We find
flux variations of a factor of > 2 in approximately one week
in the rest frame of the source, which are relatively high for an
AGN with such a massive SMBH. The values of Γ in Fig. 5
range between ∼ 1.5 and ∼ 2.3, indicating a large dispersion
around the expected value from the adopted Γ − log �Edd rela-
tion, in this case the one from Liu et al. (2021), can be seen
also in individual sources when repeatedly observed.

4 CONCLUSION

High-�Edd AGN (i.e. �Edd ≳ 0.5) represent interesting case
studies because of their peculiar nuclear accretion proper-
ties, wind-acceleration mechanisms and cosmological impli-
cations, but due to their relative paucity in the local Universe
they have often been overlooked. Moreover, firm conclusions
on hotly-debated correlations involving �Edd and many X-ray
parameters are severely hampered by the lack of a substan-
tial number of observations of AGN in the high-end tail of
the �Edd distribution. To overcome this limitation we take
advantage of the data included in the 10th release of the
XMM-Newton Serendipitous Source Catalog, which allow us
to build a sample of 69 high-�Edd AGN with serendipitous X-
ray observations, covering large intervals of z,MBH and Lbol
that we called X-HESS. The X-ray data are also complemented
with the simultaneous optical/UV observations from the latest
release of the serendipitous OM catalogue. Preliminary results
from X-HESS indicate that:
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FIGURE 5 Light curves of the photon index Γ, soft X-ray flux
F0.5−2 keV, hard X-ray flux F2−10 keV and �ox for the X-HESS AGN
SDSS J095847.88+690532.7. Fluxes are considered in units of 10−14
erg cm−2 s−1. Remarkable flux variations are seen over timescales as
short as approximately one week in the rest frame of the source. The
expected values of Γ and �ox from the Γ − log �Edd and �ox − logLUVrelations of Liu et al. (2021) and Chiaraluce et al. (2018) are also
shown in the top and bottom panels, respectively. The threshold for
X-ray weakness as defined by Pu et al. (2020) is also displayed in the
bottom panel.

• The Γ − log �Edd distribution of high-�Edd AGN is char-
acterised by a large scatter in terms of Γ, showing values
of the photon index less steep than those expected from
previously reported correlations (e.g. Brightman et al.,
2013; Liu et al., 2021; Risaliti et al., 2009; Shemmer et
al., 2008), in agreement with what we found in our recent
X-ray spectroscopic analysis of a sample of fourteen
high-�Edd AGN Laurenti et al. (2022).

• Remarkable spectral and flux variations are observed in
the first X-HESS sources we have already analysed. In
the case of PG 1148+273 we find the spectral imprint of
a powerful UFO Laurenti et al. (2021), while for SDSS
J095847.88+690532.7, one of the most densely moni-
tored X-HESS AGN, we see considerable soft and hard
X-ray flux variations over timescales as short as almost
one week in the rest frame of the source.

In the near future we plan to complete the analysis of the whole
X-HESS sample, starting from the multi-epoch subsample,
which would allow us to improve our understanding of highly
accreting AGN by investigating both the spectral and flux vari-
ations of 25 high-�Edd sources over different timescales, from
a few days to several years. We also plan to upgrade X-HESS
by considering the current latest release of the XMM-Newton
serendipitous catalogue (4XMM-DR12) and take advantage
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of each future release as well to keep our sample always
up-to-date.
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