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A bstract. An em pirical relation between the broad line
region BLR) size and optical continuum lum nosiy is of-
ten adopted to estin ate the BLR size and then the black
hole m ass of AGN s. H owever, optical um inosity m ay not
be a good indicator of photoionizing um inosity for ex-—
trem ely radio-loud AGN s because the Fts usually con—
tribute signi cantly to the optical continuum . T herefore,
the black hole m asses derived for blazartype AGN s w ith
this m ethod are probably overestin ated. Here we  rst
derived a tight em pirical relation between the BLR size
and the H eam ission line um inosity, R (light days) =
2405@Ly =10%%ergs s 1)°*®®, from a sample of 34 AGNs
w ith the BLR size estin ated w ith the reverberation m ap—
ping technique. Then we applied this relation to estim ate
the black hole m asses of some AGN s and found that for
m any extrem ely radio-loud AGN s the black hole m asses
obtained with the R Ly relation are system atically
low erthan those derived previously w ith theR L510OA
lation, whik for radioquiet and slightly radio-loud AGN s
the results obtained w ith these two m ethods are aln ost
the sam e. The di erence of black hole m asses estim ated
w ith these two relations increases w ith the radio-loudness
for extrem ely radioJoud AGN S, which is consistent w ith
the fact that their equivalent widths of H em ission line
becom e an aller at higher radio-loudness. If the sm allH
equivalent widths of extrem ely radio-Joud AGN s are in—
deed caused by the beam Ing e ect, we argue that the op—
tical em ission line um inosity m ay be a better tracer of
lonizing lum nosity for blazartype AGN s and the black
holemassderived wih theR Ly relation are probably
m ore accurate.

K ey words:black hol physics { galaxies: active { galax—
des:nuclki { quasars: general { quasars: em ission lines

1. Introduction

Supem assive black hole is essential for AGN s activities
(Lynden-Bell 1969; Rees 1984). The black hole m asses
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of som e nearby AGN s have been recently estin ated by
the reverberation m apping technique W andel, P eterson
& Malkan 1999;Ho 1999; K aspi et al. 2000), w ith which
the size of the broad line region BLR) can be m easured
from the tine delay between the ux varations of the
continuum and the em ission lines of AGNs. The black
holem ass is then estim ated using the V irialtheorem from
the BLR size and the characteristic velocity (determ ined
by the ullwidth at halffm axinum FW HM ) of em ission
line). So far, the reverberation studies have yielded the
black hole m asses of about 20 Seyfert 1 galaxies and 17
nearby bright quasars.

An em pirical relation between the BLR size R) and
the optical continuum lum inosiy at 5100A (L5100A ) has

been derived by Kaspiet al. 2000) using the observed
data of 34 nearby AGN s. Because the m easurem ent of
the BLR size w ith the reverberation m apping technigue
needs long-term m onioring of continuum and em ission
line wuxes, it is In practical for m ost AGN s. T herefore,
the em pirical relation has been frequently adopted to es—
tin ate the BLR size and then derive the black holem asses
for AGN s in som e sam ples of m ostly radio-quiet ob cts
(Laor 2000; M cLure & Dunlop 2001; W andel 2002), and
ofpurely radio—-loud ob fcts (Lacy et al. 2001;Gu, Cao &

Jiang 2001; O shlack, W ebster & W hiting 2002) . H ow ever,
the optical lum inosity of som e radio-loud AGN s (espe—
cially blazars), m ay not be a good indicator of ionizing
lum inosity, which is usually related to the UV /optical ra—
diation from the accretion disk around the centralblack
hole. The relativistic Fts of blazartype AGN s not only
dom inate the radio and high energy X -ray and ray radi-
ation, but also signi cantly contribute to the optical um
nosity in som e cases (Scarpa & Urry 2002).For exam ple,
m any optical gts have been discovered recently In AGN s
by the HST (Scarpa et al. 1999; Jester 2003; Pama et
al. 2003), which clearly suggests that the ts contrbute
signi cantly in the opticalband.Furthem ore, opticalsyn—
chrotron radiation hasbeen detected form any other radio—
Ibud AGNs W hiting, W ebster & Francis2001;Chiaberge,
Capetti, & Celloti2002; Cheung et al 2003).T herefore,
the m easured optical continuum lum inosiy of som e ex—
trem ely radioloud AGN s is signi cantly contrbuted by
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the opticalradiation from the gtsandm ay bem uch larger
than the lonizing lum nosity required to produce broad
em ission lines. U sing the em pirical relation between the
BLR size and optical lum inosiy at 5100A , which was ob—
tained based on the sam ple of m ostly radioquist AGN s
K aspi et al 2000), one would signi cantly overestin ate
the actualB LR size and hence theblack holem assofthese
radio-Joud AGN s. O shlack et al. (2002) have shown that
their estim ated black hole m asses would be Iower if the
synchrotron contribution to the optical ux is subtracted.
However, i is not easy to m ake such a correction for a
large sam ple of radio-doud AGN s. In addition, the contri-
bution ofthe host galaxy to the optical continuum should
also be taken Into account especially when the host galaxy
0f AGN s can be resolved optically. T herefore, optical lu—
m inosity m ay not be a good indicator of photoionization
Jum inosity ofAGN s in som e cases.

In thispaperwe will rst derive an em pirical relation
between the BLR sizeand theH em ission line um nosity
for 34 AGN s in the sam ple of reverberation m apping stud-
ies.W ethen arguethat the BLR size obtained from theH
Jum inosity ism ore reasonable at least for som e extrem ely
radioJloud AGN s.Finally we apply this new em pirical re—
lation to estin ate the black hole m asses of som e quasars
and com pare them w ith previous resuls.

2.The relation between the BLR size and H
um inosity

Kaspiet al. (2000) have com piled the observationaldata
of 17 Seyfert galaxies (W andel, Peterson & M alkan 1999)
and 17 nearby quasars w ith black hole m asses estin ated
w ith the reverberation m apping technique. U sing a lnear

t to the availabl data w ith errors, they got an em pirical
relation between the BLR size and the optical continuum
Jum inosity at 5100A as:

Rppr (Ight days)= (32:9"39)

1 ]O ©700 0:033,

L =1044ergs s @)

5100A

W ith an ordinary least square (OLS) bisector m ethod
(Isobe et al. 1990), we can obtain such a relation
as Rpr (ight days) = 31:1LL.5100A=1044eJ:gs s LPoL,
which is alm ost the sam e as that shown above.W e should

keep In m ind that thisR L51OOA relation was obtained

w ith m ostly radioquiest AGN s. T he optical continuum lu—
m nosity m ay not be a good indicator for photoionizing
Jum inosity for som e extrem ely radioJoud AGN s. Instead,
the em ission line um nosity m ay be a better indicatorbe—
cause i is free from the beam ing e ects of the Et.

U sing the available data of BLR sizes and H uxes
for 34 AGN s in the reverberation m apping studies, we can
Investigate the relation between the BLR size and the H
em ission line lum inosity (including both broad and nar-
row com ponents). In Table 1 we listed the BLR size and
the lum inosity data ofthese 34 AGNs.TheH lum nosity
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Fig.l. The relations of BLR size and lum nosity for 34
AGNs in the reverberation m apping studies. The open
and lled sym bols denote Seyfert galaxies and quasars re—
spectively. T he upper panel showsthe R Ly relation.
T he Iine show sthe O LS bisector tto thedata.The lower

panel show s the R L510OA relation, which is identicalto

the Figure 6 in Kaspi et al. (2000) except that we Include
M rk 279 (shown asopen trianglk).T he line represents the
Iinear tgiven in Kaspi et al. (2000).

iscalculated from the H ux which isavaibble for16 PG

quasars, 8 AGNs in Ohio sample, and other 9 Seyfert 1

galaxies (see references listed In Tabl 1). Because there

is no available data of H ux for PG 1351+ 640 Kaspi
et al. 2000), we exclude this ob fct from our investiga-—
tion. In addition, we add another Seyfert galaxy M rk

279 In our sam ple because both the BLR size and the

H ux have been m easured recently (SantosLlo et al
2001). A1l H 1lum nosity data have been corrected for
G alactic extinction using the values from NEDE: (see also

Burstein & Heiles1982).T he coan ology w ith H ubble con—
stant Hy = 75km s 'M pc ! and deceleration param eter
o = 05 were adopted through out the paper.
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W ith these data, we derive an em pirical relation be-
tween the BLR size and H lum inosity. W ith the OLS
bisector m ethod we obtained:

LogR (light days)= (1381 0:080)+

0684 0:106)Log Ly =102 ergss 1): @)

The slope of this relation is slightly atter than that of
R LSIOOA relation given in K aspi et al. (2000), consistent
with Ly / L3® obtained by Ho & Peng (2001) rPG
quasars. The Speam an’s rank correlation coe cient of
our R Ly rehtion is 0.91, slightly higher than 0.83
for the R L51OOA relation Kaspi et al. 2000), which
Inpliesthat the R Ly relation is slightly tighter than

the R L51OOA relation.W e also used the linear tto the

data w ith errors that was used by Kaspiet al (2000) to
derive the R L51OOA relation. Applying this m ethod to
the R Ly rehtion yilds the same resul as the OLS
bisectorm ethod.

In Fig. 1 we show the dependence of the BLR size
on Ly A.The two relations are sim ilar and
thus the R relation can be an altemative of the

relation in estin ating the BLR size for radio—

. 51008
quiet AGN s.

3.Com parison ofblack hole m ass estim ation of
AGN s from two relations

Sihce the R L510OA relation obtained by Kasoi et al

(2000) has been frequently used to estim ate the BLR size
and theblack holem assofboth radioquiet and radio-loud
AGN s, it is In portant to investigate the applicability of
such an approach for radio-loud ob Fcts.

B rotherton (1996) studied the em ission line properties
of 59 radio-loud quasars. W e adopted his published val-
ues of absolute V band m agniude, equivalent w idth and
FW HM ofH @amission line. The continuum lum inosity
at 5100A and theH lum inosiy (scaled to our cosm ology
param eters) were calculated after considering the G alac-
tic extinction and K -correction (opticalspectralindex was
assum ed tobe 0.3) .W e then estim ated the BLR size using

bothR Ly andR L51OOA relations and derived the
black holem assw ith the omulaM 5y = 3V, 5y R=4G
(here we assum ed the BLR velocity V ( 3=2)Vew uum

asin Kaspi et al. 2000) .W ith these two relations, we also
estim ated the black hole m asses of another 27 radio-loud
quasars w ith available data ofboth the equivalent w idth
and FW HM ofH anm ission line in the P arkesH alfJansky

at-spectrum Sampl PHFS) O rinkwater et al 1997;
Francis, W hiting & W ebster 2000; O shlack et al 2001).
W e com pared the black hole m asses obtained with the
R Ly andR L510OA relations in Figure 2. Evidently
the m asses obtained wih the R Ly relation are sys—
tem atically lower that those cbtained w ith the R

relation for som e extram ely radio—Joud quasars.
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Fig.2.Upperpanel: C om parison ofthe black holem asses
of radioloud quasars estinated with R Ly and R

L51OOA relations. The squares represent 59 quasars in

B rotherton (1996) and the triangles represent 27 PHFS
quasars In O shlack et al. 2001).The diagonalline show s
the relation w here both m asses are identical. Low erpanel:
T he ratios of black hole m asses estim ated w ith two dif-
ferent relations are plotted against the radio—-loudness of
radioloud quasars. The dashed line indicates the case
w here the two black holem assestin ates are identical. Ev—
dently M gz B1O0A ] becom es system atically larger than
Mgy H ]athigher radioJoudness.

In Figure 2 we also show how the di erence ofblack
hole m asses cbtained w ith these two relations varies w ith
the radio-loudness for these two sam ples of radio-loud
quasars. T he values of radio-loudness 0f 27 PHF S quasars
were taken from O shlack et al. 2001) and those of 59
quasars in B rotherton (1996) were calculated from theRy
valie (de ned asthe ratio of core radio um nosity and the
V “band optical lum inosity) and the core and extended ra-
dio lum nosiy values listed in his Tablk 1. It is clear that
thedi erenceofblack holem asses is am allw hen the radio—
Joudness is an allbut becom es larger as the radio—-Joudness
Increases. T he Speam an’s rank correlation coe cient is—
034, in plying am odest correlation between the di erence
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Fig.3. The relation between the equivalent w idth of H
an ission line and the radioJoudness of radio-loud quasars.
T he sym bols have the sam e m eaning as in Figure 2.

ofblack hole m asses and the radio-loudness. For som e in—
dividualquasarsw ith higher radio-loudness, theblack hole
m ass estin ated w ith the R L510OA relation can be 3 10
tim es largerthan thatestim ated w th theR Ly relation.
In Figure 3 we also plotted the equivalent width EW ) of
H em ission line against the radio-loudness for ob cts in
these two radioloud AGN sam ples. W e can see that the
EW #H ) becom es an aller at higher radio-loudness. Such
a relation, although w ith only a m odest Spearmm an’s rank
correlation coe cient of -0.33, indicates that the sm aller
EW # ) ofsom e extram ely radioJdoud AGN s could be at
least partly due to the beam ing e ects.

For radioquiet AGN s, how ever, both the optical con—
tinuum and em ission lne lum inosities are probably free
from the Ft contrbutions and therefore both can be good
tracers of photoionization lum inosity. W e check this by
using the data of 70 low redshift radioquiet quasars in
the Palom arG reen survey. The am ission line properties
of these quasars have been studied by Boroson & G reen
(1992). The continuum lum inosity at 5100A and the H
Jum inosity were estin ated from the absolute V-band m ag—
niude M v ) and the equivalent w idth ofH em ission line
listed in their Tablk 1 and Tabk 2.UsingtheR Ly and

L 100 relationswe estim ated the BLR sizes and black
holem asses of these radioquiet quasars. T he results from
the two relations are alm ost identical (see F igure 4).This
is also indicated by the nom alized 2 value of the devi
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Fig.4. Upper panel: Com parison of black hole m asses

0f70 radioquiet PG quasarsestin ated with theR Ly
andR L 100a relations. T he diagonalline show sthe case
where the m asses are identical. Lower panel: T he ratios
of black hole m asses estim ated wih two di erent rela—
tions are plotted against the radio-loudness of radioquiet
quasars. T he dashed line indicates that the case where the

tw o black hole m ass estim ates are identical.

ation of the points plotted in the upper panel of F igure
4, which is 0.94, m uch am aller than the value 2 .58 for the
pointsplotted in the upper panelofF igure 2 for radio-loud
AGNs.From the lower panelofFigure 4, we can also see
that the di erence of the two black hole m ass estim ates
does not correlated w ith the radio—Jloudness for radio-quiet
quasars.T he Speam an’srank test givesa correlation coef-

cient ofonly 0.05, m uch an aller than that for radio-Joud
AGNs.

4.D iscussions

U sing the em pirical relation between the BLR size and
optical continuum lum inosity possbly induces an overes—
tin ation ofthe BLR size and hence the black holem assof
som e extrem ely radio—-Joud AGN s because of the gt con—
tribution to the optical um inosity. W e derived another
em pirical relation between the BLR size and the em ission
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line um inosity, and dem onstrated that it can be used to

estim ate the BLR size and black holem ass ofboth radio—
quiet and radio—loud A G N s. Ifthe relativistic tsand host

galaxy have signi cant contributions to the optical con-
tinuum , the em ission line lum nosity is probably a bet—
ter tracer of ionizing um inosity. C om parisons of the esti-
m ated black holem assesw ith thesetwo di erent em pirical
relations clearly Indicate that the di erence becom es sig—
ni cant ifthe radio-loudness ofAG N s is larger. U sing the
R Ly relation may result In m ore accurate estin ations

ofblack hole m asses of som e blazartype AGN s.

In ourstudy we focused on the possblee ectsofbeam -
ing on the optical continuum in radio-loud AGN s and ig—
nored the di erence in BLR physics between radio-loud
and radioquiet AGN s. The m odest correlation between
theEW H ) and the radio-loudnessm ay indicate the pres—
ence ofbeam Ing e ects, though som e othere ects such as
a lower covering factorofthe BLR ofradioJloud AGN scan
also rad to smallerEW {H ) values.Because currently we
know little about the di erence of BLR physics between
radioloud and radio-quiet AGN s, to prove the validity
of our approach i is necessary to com pare our estin ated
black hole m ass w ith an independent estin ate, for exam —
ple, from the correlations ofblack hole m ass w ith central
velociy dispersion and host galaxy lum inosity. Unfortu—
nately, not m any m easured values of central velocity dis—
persion or host galaxy lum inosiy forextrem ely radio-loud
AGN s are available. A though there are 8 ob gcts in the
sam ple of Brotherton (1996) w ith m easured host m agni-
tude M cLure & Dunlop 2001), the radio-loudness ofthese
ob fcts are m ostly an aller than 1000 and thus the di er-
ence estin ated with theR Ly andR LSlOOA relations
is rather an all. T he velocity dispersion m easurem ents for
radioloud quasars are not available and the [ III] pro—

e in radio-loud AGN sm ay not be adopted to estim ate
the central velocity dispersion because of is com plexity.
T herefore, further in aging studies on the host galaxy and
Spoectroscopicm easurem ents of the centralvelocity disper—
sions ofa large sam pl ofextram ely radio—-loud quasarsare
still desired to con m our resuls.

The advantage of using the R Ly relation is that
we can estin ate the black hole mass of AGN s w ih only
tw o observed param eters, nam ely the H line lum inosity
and itsFW HM , and i can be applied to a larger sam ple
0of AGN sw ith redshift am aller than 0.8. In principle, one
can analogously investigate the relation between the BLR
size and the lum inosity of som e ultraviolet em ission lines
such asM gITand C IV, which m ay be used to estin ate the
black holem ass of som e high redshift AGN s. Som e recent
studies have suggested to use the ultraviolet continuum
lum inosity and the FW HM of ultraviolet em ission lines
to estin ate the black hole mass of high redshift AGNs
(Vestergaard 2002; M cLure & Jarvis 2002).H owever, the
ultraviolet continuum Ium inosity can sin ilarly su er the
serious contam nations from Ft and B lam er continuum ,
therefore the um inosity of ultraviolet em ission line again

m ay be a better indicator of ionizing um mnosity than the
ultraviolet continuum lum inosity.

F inally, one should be cautious to the uncertainties in
estim ating theblack holem assofAGN susingtheR Ly
relation .F irstly, the variationsofH em ission line uxand
s FW HM are common In AGN s. E stin ating the black
hole m ass w ith the values of these two param eters in a
sihgle spectrum may lad to large errors. Secondly, the
di erent inclination ofthe BLR may also signi cantly af-
fect the results M cLure & Dunlop 2001;W u & Han 2001).
Ifthe BLR hasa atten geom etry and the inclination of
BLR is rather an all, our derived values ofblack holem ass
may signi cantly underestim ated. H owever, the ratio of
black hole m asses estin ated w ith two em pirical relations
doesnot depend on the Inclination . B etter understandings
of BLR geom etry and dynam ics are absolutely needed to
din inish the uncertainties in deriving the black hole m ass
of AGNs (K rolk 2001).
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Table 1. The BLR size and lum inosiy data of 34 AGN s in the reverberation m apping studies

Nam e Z Ag Re1r L%lOOA Ly Ref
(light-days) @ao* erg=s) (1042erg=s)
3C 120 0033 0570 4207277 7300 13.00 1222 0120 1
3C 3903 0056 0170 22983 6400 11.00 1433 0171 3
Akn 120 0033 0400 374" 3% 13900 26.00 2496 0463 1
F 9 0046  0.000 163" 37 13700 1500 2056 0174 4
I 4329 0016  0.000 1433 1640 210 0183 0.014 5
M rk 110 0035  0.000 188" &7 38.00 13.00 0811 0203 1
M rk 279 0030  0.000 16237 6600 630 1023 0071 12
M rk 335 0026 0100 164737 6220 5.70 1160 0.073 1
M rk 509 0034 0180 767" 8% 14700 15.00 3070 0332 1
M rk 590 0.026  0.050 200 3% 5100 9.60 0498 0143 1
M rk 79 0022 0230 177" 859 4230 560 0.619 0041 1
M rk 817 0031  0.000 150" 47 52.60 7.70 0740 0123 1
NGC 3227 0004  0.020 109" %%, 202 011 0017 0.002 6
NGC 3783 0010 0470 4538 1770 150 0292 0021 7
NGC 4051  0.002  0.000 65" 8¢ 0525 003 0.0048  0.0005 8
NGC 4151 0003  0.000 3018 720 042 0152 0.010 9
NGC 5548 0017  0.000 212" 5% 2700 530 0421 0092 10
NGC 7469 0016 0120 499 5530 1.60 0423 0019 11
PG 0026 0142 0430 113.0" 389 700.00  100.00 5693 0493 2
PG 0052 0155 0120 134.0% 333 650.00 110.00 9595 1119 2
PG 0804 0100 0110 156.0" 137 660.00  120.00 1395  0.908 2
PG 0844 0.064  0.080 24273070 17200  17.00 2585 0257 2
PG 0953 0239  0.000 151.0% 223 1190.00  160.00 1939 1429 2
PG 1211 0085 0130 101.0° 2370 49300 80.00 8588 1.056 2
PG 1226 0158  0.000 387.0" 350 644000  770.00 8837 7192 2
PG 1229 0064  0.000 50.0%2%% 9400 100 1.601 0202 2
PG 1307 0155  0.020 124.0" 2% 527.00  52.00 9603 1301 2
PG 1411 0089  0.000 102.0" 380 32500 28.00 5268 0285 2
PG 1426 0086 0420 950" 319 40900  63.00 4952 0465 2
PG 1613 0129  0.040 39.0%29% 696.00 87.00 7014 0451 2
PG 1617 0114 0450 85.0" 329 23700  41.00 4060 0.493 2
PG 1700 0292  0.020 88.0"129% 271000  190.00 3529 1851 2
PG 1704 0371 0000  319.0":%%% 3560.00  520.00 9752 1257 2
PG 2130 0061 0170 200.0%$7%° 21600 20.00 4241 0381 2

N otes: The G alactic extinction valies are adopted from NED .D ata of Rgrg and L5100A are taken from K aspiet al (2000).
The H lum inosity is calculated from the ux given iIn the literature (see the colum n \ref"). References: (1) Peterson et al.
1998; (2) Kaspi et al 2000; (3) D detrich et al. (1998); (4) SantosLlo etal (1997); (5) W inge etal. (1996); (6) W inge etal
(1995); (7) Strirpe et al. (1994); (8) Peterson et al. (2000); (9) Kaspi et al. (1996); (10) Peterson et al. (2002); (11) Collier
et al. (1996); (12) SantosL.leo et al. (2001).



