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Abstract. W e use the BH m asses deduced from the em pirical relation of K aspiet al. (2000) between the size
of the Broad Line Region BLR) of A ctive G alactic Nuclei AGN) and the optical lum inosity, to com pute their
accretion rate in four sam ples ofAGN , assum ing that the optical um inosity is provided by the accretion disc.W e
show that Narrow Line Seyfert G alaxies 1 (NLS1ls) accrete at superE ddington rates, while their um inosity stays
of the order of the Eddington lim it. W e take into account the possibility of a non-viscous energy release inversely
proportional to the square of the distance in the gravitationally unstable region of the disc em itting a fraction of
the optical lum nosity. It leads to a sm aller accretion rate and to a redder continuum than a standard disc, which
agrees better w ith the observations. T he observed bolom etric lum nosities appear to saturate at a few tim es the
Eddington lum nosity for superE ddington accretion rates, as predicted by slin disc m odels. They favor a K err
BH ratherthan a Schwarzshild one.Even when the accretion rate is superE ddington, it stays alw ays of the order
ofa few M /yr, irrespective of the BH m ass, indicating that the grow ing of the BH ism ass supply lin ited and
therefore requlated by an exterior m echanism , and not Eddington lin ited. The m ass of the BH increases by one
order ofm agnitude in a few 107 years, a tin e sm aller than that necessary for changing the bulge m ass. This is in
agreem ent w ith recent clain s that the BH s of NLS1s do not follow the sam e black hole —bulge relation as other
galaxies. Since they represent about 10% of AGN up to a redshift of 0.5, these \superactive" phases should play
an in portant role in shaping the m ass function of ocalBHs. W e nally discuss the possibility that the m asses
could be system atically underestin ated due to an inclination e ect, and we conclude that it could indeed be the
case, and that the accretion rates could thus be strongly overestin ated in a sm all proportion of ob Ects, possbly
explaining the existence of apparently extrem ely high accretors.
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1. htroduction and rationalk

The evolution of m assive black holes BHs) In relation
w ith their host galaxy is presently intensively debated.
M assive black holes seem present In allgalactic nuclki, In—
dependently of their level of activity. In about 40 nactive
nearby galaxies, theirm ass was found proportionalto the
lum inosity of the bulge of the host galaxy (M agorrian et
al. 1988).Ferrarese & M erritt (2000) and G ebhardt et al.
(2000a) showed that a tighter relation exists between the
massofthe BH,M , and the dispersion velocity p ofthe
bulge. The slope of the relation is still debated, and the
recent work of Trem alne et al. (2003) gives a value close
to 4. Severalm echanisn s accounting for this relation have
been proposed (Sik & Rees 1998, Umemura 2001, K ing
2003).W hen 3 isexpressed in tem s of the bulge m ass,
it leadsto M 0002M Bulge). It is thus clear that the
grow th ofthe BH and the evolution ofthe host galaxy are
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related, so it isgenerally assum ed that their co-evolution is
m ainly the result ofm erger events w ithin the hierarchical
scenario of large structure form ation (H aehnelt, N atara pn
& Rees1998,K aufm an & Heahnelt 2000,M enou, Hain an
& Narayam an 2001, H atzin inaoglou et al. 2003).

However this scenario begins to be questioned seri-
ously. It is indeed di cul to explain how smaller BHs
grow at lower redshifts and m ore m assive ones at higher
redshift. So M arconiet al. (2004) propose that localBH s
grow m ainly during A ctive G alacticNuclei A G N ) phases.
T his raises in m ediately the question w hetherBH s in local
AGN and in quasars follow the sam e BH /bulge relation—
ship as other galaxies.

TheBH masses in AGN are not detem ned lke In in—
active galaxies by the study of the stellar rotation curve
close to the center. In about 40 AGN, they are deter—
m ined directly through reverberation m apping W andel
et al. 1999, Kagoiet al. 2000), which yields an em piri-
cal relation between the um inosity and the size of the
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Broad Em ission Line Region BLR), and then to the BH
m ass, using the FullW idth at HalfM axinum EW HM )
of the broad lines as a surrogate of their dispersion veloc—
ity and assum ing that the BLR is gravitationally bound
to the BH, an assum ption con m ed by detailed studies
Peterson & W andel1999 and 2000) .Tn the otherAGN the
BH m asses are determm ined indirectly assum ing that the
sam e relations hold. W andel (1999) showed that Seyfert
galaxies have lower BH to bulge m ass ratios than inac—
tive galaxies, but the revision of the M agorrian relation
leadsto conclude nally that it isnot the case (Laor 2001,
W andel 2002, G ebhardt et al. 2000b).

However the status of Narrow Line Seyfert 1 galax-—
jes (NLS1s) isnot wellestablished in this context.NLS1s
constitute about 10% of Seyfert nucli and quasars up
to a redshift of 05 W illiam s, Pogge, & M athur 2002).
Though they are known since a long tine (O sterbrock
& Pogge 1985), their nature is still not well understood.
B esides the \narrow ness" of their broad lines, these galax—
Jes share comm on properties, such as strong Fell perm i-—
ted lines and weak forbidden [ III] lnes, a strong X ray
variability and a big soft X -ray hum p (see several review s
in Boller et al. 2000).M athur, K uraszkiew icz & Czemy
(2001) suggested that the BH /bulge m ass ratio is am aller
in NLSls, and W andel (2002) found that M 10 3 to
10 "M ®ulge), a am aller value than for broad line AGN
BLSls). Both papers are based on a very lim ited sam —
ple, and are prone to statistical uncertainties. M oreover,
in NLS1s the bulge m ass is generally not deduced from
the stellar dispersion velocity but from the width of the
O 1715009 line assum ed to be proportional to i, follow -
ing a suggestion ofNelson and W hittle (1996) for Seyfert
1 galaxies (actually W andel (2002) used direct m easure—
m ents of the bulge um inosity). W ang and Lu (001) ar-
gued that the O IIT] w idth is not accurately determ ined in
N LS1s, ow ing to the weakness of the line and to the pres-
ence of a blue wing, both e ects leading to overestim ate

(D III]) and therefore the bulge m ass. However G rupe
& M athur (2003) con m ed the previous result ofM athur
et al. 2001) with a complete X ray selected sam ple of
NLSls, even when taking into account the presence ofthe
blie wing of the [0 ITI] line, and she claim s that NLS1s
occupy distinct regions In the BH /bulge m ass relation.
Botte et al. (2004) do not con mm this resul, and from a
study of the photom etric properties of the host galaxies
they nd that the NLS1 galaxies seem to share the sam e
BH /bulge m ass relation as ordinary Seyfert, and sim ply
occupy the ower rangesoftheM M Bulge) plane.Bian
and Zhao (2003) cam e to an opposite conclision, based
also on the bulge lum inosity (we recall that the relation
deduced from the bulge lum nosity and the host properties
is m ore digpersed than that deduced from the dispersion
velocity), but found that NLS1sdo not ollow the ordinary
relation when using the P ITI] line as an indicator of the
digpersion velocity Bian & Zhao 2004).F inally Botte et
al. (2004) show that there is a sn ooth relation between
the BH m ass vs. the bulge um nosity fordi erent classes
0ofAGN, whilk there isa jim p between the BH m assv.s.

the O III] width. The latter nding is consistent with
what was clain ed by G rupe & M athur (03) and by Bian
& Zhao (04).

O ne sees that the problem ofthe BH /bulgem ass rela-
tion In NLSls is presently highly controversial. &t has in —
portant cosm ological consequences. IfBHs in NLS1s are
undem assive w ith respect to their host bulge, i would
Inply that these galaxies are \young", in the sense that
they are still In the process ofbuilding theirBH . Tt would
m ean that BH s and galaxies do not evolve concom itantly
M athur 2000, and G rupe & M athur 2003).W e w ill show
here that there is a strong reason to believe this is true,
because NLS1s seem to be accreting at superE ddington
rates and therefore the tin e scale for the grow ing of their
centralblack holes could be extrem ely short.

Tt is now widely adm ited that NLSls are radiating
close to the Eddington lum inosity Lgggq. This resul is
sin ply obtained from the m asstum inosity-FW HM rela-
tions m entioned above. A few ob fcts m ight even have
superk ddington bolom etric um nosity, depending on the
conversion factor used to transform the opticalUV lum i~
nosity into a bolom etric one, and on the adopted Hubbl
constant, but it never exceeds a few Lgggq . From this re—
sult m any peopl assum ing that the e ciency factor for
conversion ofm ass Into energy is constant and ofthe order
0f 0.1 deduce that these ob fcts are also accreting close to
their Eddington lim it.

But why would it have to be s0? SuperEf ddington ac—
cretion is indeed theoretically allowed.Near the BH, the
gas form s an accretion disc, which is supposed to em it the
\Big Blue Bum p" BBB).The accretion rate and the BH
m ass detem Ine the spectral distrlbbution and the ux of
the BBB. It is thus possbl to detem ine the accretion
rate when the m ass is known. It was perform ed by C ollin
et al. 2002, hereafter referred as C02), using the sam —
pk of Kaspiet al (2000) for which the BH m asses are
deduced from reverberation m apping, and assum ing that
the optical lum inosity is provided by a standard accretion
disc (once the lum inosity of the underlying galaxy has
been subtracted). T hey found that a fraction ofob fcts is
accreting at supert ddington rates, while their optical u—
m inosity stays low erthan or ofthe order ofthe E ddington
lum inosity. A ctually, when the accretion rate is close to,
or larger than the Eddington lin i, accretion close to the
BH does not proceed through a \thin", but a \slim " disc
whose cooling tim e is Jarger than the viscous tin e, so en—
ergy is advected towards the BH before being radiated.
Them assenergy conversion e ciency thusdecreases as
the accretion rate Increases, and the lum inosiy increases
only logarithm ically w ith the accretion rate @ bram ow icz
et al. 1988, W ang et al 1999, Fukue 2000, M ineshige et
al 2000, W ang & Netzer 2003, K awaguchi 2003). The
em ission of such a disc is characterized by a soft X -ray
bump as those observed in NLSls. Kawaguchi 003),
and Kawaguchi, Pierens & Hure (2004, hereafter called
KPH) have con m ed that the overall Spectral E nergy
D istrdbbution (SED ) of the two m ost superE ddington ac—
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cretors are well tted by the emission of a slim disc.
Finally, W ang (2003) noted that superE ddington accre-
tion should lad to a lm it relation between the BH m ass
and the FW HM of the lnes, and he found several cb—
“Bcts satisfying this relation, indicating that they radiate
close to their E ddington lum inosity, but accrete above the
Eddington lim it.

There were only a few NLS1ls In the Kagspiet al. sam —
ple studied in C 02.M oreoverthe sam ple isnot statistically
com plete since halfofthe ob fcts are nearby Seyfert nuclei
chosen m ainly for their high degree of variability. T he re—
cent release of several com plete sam ples including a large
num ber of NLS1s, and the renew ed Interest for these cb-
Fcts since a few years, m otivated us to conduct the sam e
study on these new samples. W hile only standard discs
were assum ed in C 02, here we take Into account the devi-
ation from the standard disc due to the disc selfgravity,
which is particularly im portant in superfddington ob-—
Bcts (cE.KPH).W e use also the slin disc m odel to com —
pute the bolom etric lum inosity as a function of the ac—
cretion rate.W e nally discuss som e ocbservational conse—
quences not envisioned in C 02.Them odel can account for
the fact that the opticalUV continuum ofNLSls is red—
der than that of ordinary Seyferts (Constantin & Shields
2003). The variation of the bolom etric lum inosiy with
the accretion rate agrees w ith the slin disc m odel. Tt ex—
plainswhy the FW HM s of the broad lines are larger than
700km /s.

In this paper, we only want to show some general
trends and draw qualitative conclusions conceming the
accretion rates of NLS1s, using rough theoreticalm odels
of accretion discs and applying them to entire sam ples.

Finally we insist on the fact that all along this paper
w e accept the comm only adm itted statem ent that the nar-
row ness of the lines of N L S1s is not due to an inclination
e ect, ie.thatNLSlsdo not constitute a sam ple ofnom al
Seyfert 1 nucleiwhose broad line region is a rotating disc
seen alm ost face-on . In this case, it is clearthat them asses
derived from the reverberation m apping fom ulae would
be strongly underestin ated, and consequently their lum i-
nosiy (In tem s of Eddington lum inosiy) overestim ated.

In the ollow Ing section, we recall rst how BH m asses
are determ ined and we present the sam ples. W e discuss
the explanation of the em pirical relation between the lu—
m Inosity and the size of the BLR . In Section 3, we sum —
m arize the theoretical m odel. Section 4 is devoted to a
discussion ofthe results, and in the last section we discuss
the altemate possbility that the m asses of NLS1s could
be underestin ated and the accretion rates overestin ated.

2.D etem nation of the BH m asses
2.1.The en pircalm ass-um hosity relation

R everberation m apping studies allowed to determ ine the
size of the BLR in about 40 ob Ects. It lad to the dis-
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covery of a correlation between the radius of the re—

gion em itting the H line, which we will callR BLR),

and the m onochrom atic lum inosity at 5100A , L (5100) =
L (5100) Kaspietal 2000):

R BLR)= 32:9 L (5100))) I days; @

where L (5100),, is expressed in 10** erg/s. Though there
is som e uncertainty in the functional form of the rela-
tion (cf. Laor 2003, N etzer 2003), all recent papers adopt
this relation to compute R BLR) in quasars and Seyfert
galaxies, when it has not been determ ined by reverbera—
tion m apping.

Tt is now welldem onstrated that the broad H em it
ting region is gravitationally bound to the BH (P eterson
& W andel 2000). This gives another relation, M gy =
R BLR)V?=G, where G is the gravitational constant. V
is generally taken equal to 3=2 FW HM , corresponding
to BLR clouds in random orbial m otion. The relation
becom es, using Eq. :1;':

Mgy = 5810° R BLR=lkdays) EWHM) M ;@)

where FW HM ),,,, istheFW HM oftheH Ineexpressed
n 2000 km /s We choose this value since NLS1s are de—
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ned by FW HM 2000 km /s). U sing Eqs.:_i and:_i, one
gets a relation between M gy and L (5100) which allows
to determ ine M gy as a function of the optical lum nosity
and the FW HM , w ithout the need to know the size ofthe
BLR .W e stress however that the use ofthe FW HM asa
surrogate of the dispersion velocity can lead to a system —
atic underestin ation ofthem ass, ifthe BLR isa relatively

attened structure dom inated by rotation, in which case
the inclination ofthe system would play an in portant role
(see Section 5).

T hese relations have im portant consequences. If one
assum esthat Lyo,; 10 L (5100), a canonicalvalue for the
quasar continuum (cf. E is 1994, Laor et al 1997), one
gets from Eqs.:;l: and -:2*:

2

035L (5100); EW HM ), 0,

Reaq = 3)

2:86

= 028M Y FW HM ),5,, I days

where we callRg4q the Eddington ratio, ie. the ratio of
the bolom etric upon the Eddington lum inosity Lggqq =

1:5 10°°M ;, and M ; the BH m ass expressed in 107 M

Tt is obvious from this relation that NLSls have larger
Eddington ratios than BLS1s for a given BH m ass.

22.Comments on the uim nosity-size reltion

T here are several possble explanations for this relation.
Lineem ission can be suppressed by dust beyond the radiis
of sublim ation, which corresponds to a given heating ux
/ Lpor=R? (Netzer & Laor 1993).But this constraint pro—
videsonly an outerboundary ofthe BLR .N icastro (2000)
proposed that clouds are form ed in a w iInd above the disc,
close to the transition region between the gas and the ra—
diation pressure dom nated zones ofthe disc. H ow ever the
size ofthe BLR dependsboth on the BH m ass and on the
Ium inosity, while the observations give only a lum inos—
iy dependence. The striking sim ilarity of AGN spectra
Jed also to the idea that the \ionization param eter" (ie.
the radiation pressure to gas pressure ratio or the photon
density to gas density ratio, / Lyo=®mR?), n beihg the
electron num ber densiy) is constant am ong all ob Fcts.
A ctually the size-lum nosity relation rather im plies that
the product of the densiy w ith the ionization param eter
is constant. This is consistent w ith the so-called \LOC™"
m odel.

In 1995, Baldwin et al. proposed that the observed
soectrum of AGN is sim ply a consequence of the ability of
a photoionized m edium to reprocess the underlying con—
tinuum \as long as there are enough clouds at the correct
radius and w ith the correct gas density to e ciently form
agiven line".In this \Locally O ptim ally Em itting C louds"
(0r LOC) m odel, each line is em ited preferentially at an
appropriate ionizing ux L=4 R? corresponding to a given
distance from the source 5. A ccording to the grid of pho-

! This is actually closely related with the old idea of line
saturation due to them al quenching (Ferland & Rees 1988,
Collin-Sou rin & Dum ont 1989)

toionized m odels published by Korista et al. (1997) the
\optin al" jonizing ux Feptm a1 ©Or the the H  Iine does
aln ost not depend on the density and on the spectraldis—
trbution ofthe jonizing continuum . It is ofthe order of 108
ergs ' an 2.Thism eans that as Jong as there are clouds
n a Jarge range of radius w ith the appropriate density (ie.
between 10° and 10** an 3) the jonizihg conthuum w ill
be reprocessed in the H linewih amaximum e cincy
at an optin aldistance R opein a1 2 1017L %2;44 an , where
Lion Is the donizing lum nosity. From the G ru03 sam ple,
one gets L (5100) 0: L7 (orecisely L (5100)= 021 L)%
and Lpo; = 17 L (5100)*%3, with a correlation factor of
0.9). T hus the cbserved relation transfom s into Ry1r
afew 107LY>,, an, which is sin ilar to the relation ex-
pected for the LOC m odel (the jonizing lum inosiy being
slightly sm aller than the bolom etric lum inosity).

So the onk necessary condition for the observed rela-
tionship is the existence of cbuds within a broad range
of density at a radius sm aller than the typical distance of
the BLR, say 10°Rg .Collin & Hure (2001) suggested that
such clouds form above the gravitationally unstable region
of the disc. Since the disc becom es gravitationally unsta—
bl at an all radii com pared w ith the size ofthe BLR (cf.
later), this condition is satis ed.The BLR clouds would
thus constitute sim ply the outer part of the region em i—
ting the optical continuum . Laor (2003) ob fcted to this
dea that \sihce all accretion discs m ust becom e gravita—
tionally unstable far enough from the center, thism echa—
nism doesnot provide a naturalexplanation forthe appar-
ent absence ofa BLR in some Agn".But there are actu—
ally severalpossble explanations for the absence ofBLR .
For instance, in low lum nosity ob Ects, it can be due to
the suppression of the jonizing radiation in an A dvection
D om inated Accretion Flow @ADAF). It can also sinply
be caused by the absence of adequate physical conditions
In the gravitationally unstable disc, lke a too high or to
an all density.

23.The sampks

W e use two com plete sam ples including both NLS1s and
BLS1s.

T he recent data release ofthe Sloan D igitalSky Survey
(SD SS) allowed Boroson to build an hom ogeneous sam —
pl of 107 low-redshift radioquiet Q SO s and Seyfert 1
galaxies Boroson 2003). It is ained at com paring the
BH m asses determ ined from the em pirical relations w ith
those deduced from the dispersion velocity of the [0 III]
line, used as a surrogate of the stellar velocity dispersion.
About one third of ob fcts are NLSls In this sampl. It
allow s to study a large range of m asses and lum inosities.
Foreach ob gct the redshift, the FW HM #H ) and the BH
m ass are given, and we deduce the optical um inosity at
em ission from Eqs.:_]: and::a;.w e callthis sam ple Bor03.

T he second one is a com plete sam ple of X —ray selected
AGN (G rupeetal 2003).A coording to the selection pro-—
cedure, about half of the ob cts are NLS1s. L (5100) is
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Fig.2. These guresdisgplay m asa function of the BH m asses for the four sam ples. T he squares give m  com puted
according both to the standard disc m odel (open squares), and to the selfgravitating disc m odel w ith a viscosiy

param eter

0:01 ( lled squares). The crosses give L (5100)/Legq, and the crosses w ith open circles m ark the

NLSls. The two thick solid lines delineate the position ofm for the NLS1s. T he two horizontal lines corresoond to
M-=M<tggq= 1, whereMg4q = Lrgga=( cz), In the case ofa Schwarzschild BH and ofa KerrBH .The black (resot. red)

triangles indicate the ob fctsw ith L (5100)

0:5 10** ergs/sec (respt. rthe K aspiet al. sam ple) . N ote that the VV G

sam ple consists only of N LS1s, thus circle sym bols are not shown.

given, but for an em pty universe, so we m ade the con—
version to ¢ 05. W e call this sample Gru03. It is
particularly interesting for us as it gives an estin ate of
the bolom etric um inosity of the ob fcts based on the ob—
served spectralenergy distributions, which wew illbe able
to com pare w ith ourm odels.

W e use also two other heterogeneous sam ples. W ang
& Lu (001) deduced L (5100) from the B-m agniude us-
Ing the V eron-Cetty et al. (2001) sam ple, which contains
59 NLS1s, and they estim ated the BH m asses using the
previous em pirical relations. A fter reection of a few ob-
Fcts for which the FW HM are controversial, the sam ple
wasreduced to 54 NLS1s.W ecallit theVVG sample.W e
also used an heterogeneous sam ple of soft X -ray selected
AGN Gurpeetal 1998,1999), which has the advantage

of giving optical indices usefiil to check our m odels. W e
also m ade the conversion from ¢y = Otog = 05.W ecall
i G ru99.Note that a few ob fcts are also in G ru03.

T he sam ples have not been corrected for the stellar
contrbution of the host galaxy to the optical lum inos—
iy. &t is certainly in portant for low lum inosity AGN, but
not when the optical um inosity is larger than a few 1043
ergs/sec. In the ollowing we will distinguish or suppress
all these weak obcts from the sam pks, so we can ke fairly
con  dent that the results will not be contam inated by the
host galaxy.

Fig. :g.' displays respectively L (5100) (top) and
L (5100)/Lggqq (ottom ) versustheFW HM forallsam ples.
W e note mm ediately the strong di erence between these
two graphs. W hile the rst one shows a very loose cor—
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Fig.3. Rgy=Rg versus M for all samples, for the self-
gravitating disc with = 0:01. The black triangles in—
dicate the ob petswith L (5100) 05 10%* ergs/sec orall
sam ples.

relation, corresponding to the absence of low lum inosity
ob ectsw ith large FW HM s and ofhigh lum inosity ob fcts
with an allFW HM s, the second one show s a tight correla—
tion w ith a slope equalto 2, which is expected according
to the st line ofEqg. 3. The black trangles indicate the
obctswith L (5100)  0:5 10** ergs/sec: note that these
low lum inosity ob fcts share the sam e relation as the oth-
ers.

In an ain of com parison, we have added on these g-
ures the ob fcts where the BH m asses have been deter—
m ined directly by reverberation m apping we call these
ob Bcts the \K aspiet al. sam plk", though half of them
were not observed by Kaspiet al. 2000). They span the
sam e range of lum nosities as the other sam ples.But  rst,
they show a looser correlation between L (5100)/Lgqq and
the FW HM s; i is expected as the determ ination of the
m ass in the other ob fcts m akes use of an exact relation
L R BLR), not taking into account its error bars. And
second, the relation should be extrapolated to values of
the m ass and of the Eddington ratio sm aller by a factor
of 5. It should be kept in m ind in the follow ing analysis.
N ote that the values of the lum inositiesused In this gure
corregpond to H g = 75 km /sec/M pc, whilke CO 2 assum ed
Ho = 50 km /sec/M pc.

3.The accretion disc m odel

Sihce more than fteen years it is w idely adm itted that
the \infrared bum p" at a few m icrons and the \B ig B lue
Bum p" cbserved In radio quiet quasars and Seyfert nuclei
areboth due to them alem ission, respectively by hot dust

heated by the UV X continuum , and by the accretion disc
(Sanders et al. 1989). In this picture, the observed \dip"
at 5000A in the log( F ) versuslog curve corresponds
to the junction between these tw o processes, the hot dust
close to the sublin ation tem perature (1700K ) being un—
able to radiate appreciably below 1 m . In particular the
idea of an underlying non-them al power law continuum

w hich was invoked in the past and used to m odel the in—
frared to UV em ission of AGN has been com pltely eft
over. So the em ission at 5000A should ke due entirely to
the accretion disc, unless anotherm edium can give rise to
a an ooth featureless optical continuum . T he problem was
discussed In C02, and they showed that it would require
the existence ofa very dense, optically thick and relatively
coldmediim . Tt isdi culktto nd for such amedium an—
other location than an optically thick accretion disc.

For a \standard" thin K eplerian disc where gravita—
tionalenergy is released locally through turbulent viscos—
iy, the e ective tem perature T, at a distance R from a
BH ofmassM is:

. 3GM M-

Te = 5 g3 TR

w here the non-din ensionalfactor £ R ) takes into account
the boundary conditions, and is equal to uniy at large
radii (cf. for instance the book of Frank, King & Raine
2002).

Each spectralband is em ited around a given radius,
and the opticalband corresponds to a large distance from
the black hole, typically 10°Rg Rg behg the gravita—
tional radiis GM =c?). At such large radii, the disc is
dense, relatively cold and optically thick, and is local
em ission spectrum is close to a black body at the tem —
perature T (cf. Collin 2001; note that it is not the case
at am aller radii, ie. in the EUV band). Integrating over
thediscthePlanck law with T / R 7%, one nds forthe
lum inosity at a frequency

8 %2n 1 % Rout RdR

S T2 .. epboam) 1/ 7

@)

5)

where Rin (resot. Rout) is the inner (respt. the outer)
radius of the accretion disc.

So it is possble, using Eqs.:ff and -'5, to deduce the
accretion rate when the mass is known. One sees also
from these equations that L (5100) is approxim ately pro—
portional to ™M M-)?=3. This is not valid for very large
m asses and an all accretion rates, where kT R in) is ofthe
order ofh ¢, or for truncated discs.

For superEddington accretion rate this picture is
changed. The radiative e ciency per unit m ass accre—
tion is expected to decrease due to the onset of photon
trapping Begelm an 1978).A s a resul, the em ergent lu—
m nosity from an accretion ow starts to saturate at a
few tines Lggqq @A bram ow icz 1988). Selfsin ilar solutions
w ith super¥ ddington accretion rates EFukue 2000; W ang
& Netzer 2003) are only valid inside the photon trapping
radius, where soft X -ray photons are em itted. H owever,
full Integration of di erential equations from far outside
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the photon trapping radius to the viciniy of the central
BH (Shinura & M anm oto 2003;K aw aguchi2003) isneces—
sary In order to discuss the broad-band spectra ofNLS1s.
W e use the slin disc m odel for a Schwarzshild BH com —
puted as in K awaguchi (2003), which isbased on the code
developed by M atsum oto et al. (1984).The e ect ofelec—
tron scattering (poth in opacity and C om ptonization) and

relativistic correction are included. W e take the viscosity

param eter equalto 0.1.Note that the slin disc is used

here only to com pute the bolom etric lum nosity.

Even if the accretion rate is very high (in Eddington
value) the optical um nosity is still em itted at a large ra—
dius where the accretion ow isnot in uenced by advec—
tion and photon trapping, except in the case of very high
accretion rates M— 3 103Lggqq=c?, cf. KPH), and the
standard discm odelisvalid. T he only deviation to the lo—
calblackbody in the optical region is due to electron scat—
tering @smodi ed blackbody, see C zemy & E lvis 1987),
w hich distortsthe spectrum for supert ddington accretion
rates. It is negligble as far as viscosity is an all ( 0d)
and theBH m assissnall M 10’M ), so the distortion
is not very in portant or NLSls (cf. KPH), and we will
neglect i in this paper.

However an in portant fact should not be forgotten,
which acts also form odest accretion ratesbut is very in —
portant for supert ddington accretion rates.

At about the distance of the optical em itting region,
the disc becom es selfgravitating, ie. the vertical com po—
nent of the BH graviy becom es an aller than the disc’s
own gravity. T his occurs beyond a critical radius R oy cor—
responding to a densiy:

2

_ K

¥ ac

where x isthekeplerian velocity. T he disc isthen locally
gravitationally unstable G oldreich & Lynden-Bell1965).
At radii Jarger than R o, the structure of the disc is com -
pltely unknown. It could break into fragm ents, w hich can
collapse and even form stars, or it can stay at them arginal
instability lim it if i can be sustained by som e extra heat—
Ing m echanian . In all cases the region em iting the 5100
A ux stays optically thick, and the local black body
assum ption is valid (cf.Collin & Hure 1999).

Koratkar & Blaes (1999) stressed that the standard
disc m odel leads to a continuum bluer than the average
AGN continuum ,which hasam ean spectralindex 0£f0.3 to
05 wWede nethe spectral opr asL / opt) A ctually
it isa problem only for an allBH m asses and large accre—
tion rates.In the case of large BH m asses and am allaccre—
tion rates, the optical spectrum UV spectrum is em itted
by the W ien part of the P lanck function, and is redder
than 3.

Several sources of heating can overcom e the gravita—
tionalviscous release beyond the selfgravitational radius.
T he disc can be irradiated by the central source of UV —
X continuum if it is \ aring" (ie. if its thickness varies
m ore rapidly than the radiis). It can be heated by grav-
fational instabilities (Lodato & Bertin 2003), by the col-

(6)

lisions of cim ps K rolk & Begelman 1988), or by em —
bedded stars (Collin & Zahn 1999), and cer. In all cases,
T. will decrease less rapidly with increasing R than in
a \standard" disc, and the observed continuum w ill be
redder. For instance Sorda & Puchnarew icz (2002) t the
soectrum of the NLS1 1 RE J1034+ 396 (this obfct is
Included In the follow ing com putations) by an irradiated
accretion disc whose scale height to the radius H =R ratio
Increases rapidly wih R, T being thus proportional to
R 172.C02 have shown that i this case, n order to get
a gn ooth optical continuum w ithout an intense Baln er
discontinuity, the density and the optical thickness of the
irradiated m edium should be very large. T his is in possi-
ble wih a strongly aring disc; a wanped thin disc would
be a m ore appropriate solution. A s we explained previ-
ously, such a disc would be gravitationally unstable at
the distance of the region em itting the optical um inosity,
and m ost lkely very di erent from a standard one.In the
case ofheating by em bedded stars, a very large num ber of
m assive stars would be necessary to account for the whole
optical um nosity (Collin & Zahn 1999).

Since the status of the unstable part of the disc is not
known, we param etrize these e ectsby assum ing that the
energy release isproportionaltoR  ,with gnallerthan
3 In the selfgravitating region. In this paper we w ill as—
sum e the extrem e case = 2:it corregpondsto L/ ,
wih = 1=2.In the follow ing com putations this value is
used Into Eq. 5 instead ofEqg. 4 for R Ry, wih the
continuity ofthe energy release at R 45 . D oing thiswe ob-—
tain an optical spectral ndex between 0 .3 (corresponding
to the standard disc) and + 0.5, depending on the propor-
tion ofthe disc which is selfgravitating. It is closer to the
observed AGN continuum . The e ect on the bolom etric
um inosity of this additional energy release is negligble,
but it increases the com puted em ission in the opticaland
near-infrared spectral bands, and therefore decreases the
accretion rate necessary to account for a given optical lu—
m nosity.R gy is snall for an allvaluesof .W e have thus
chosen a relatively sm all value of the viscosity param e—
ter (0.01) in order to underestim ate R4, and therefore
to underestim ate also the accretion rate w ith respect to a
standard disc.

However, we have to take into account the fact that
the accretion disc cannot extend too much in the self-
graviating region, unless a m echanisn can act to lim it
the disc density at exactly the m arginal instability. Since
wew ill seebelow that the selfgravitation radius isalways
sm aller than 10°R,, we have decided in the ©llow ing to
Iim i the radius of the accretion disc at a value of 10°R 4.
Tt is an arbirary value, but we have no way to estin ate
the realextension of the accretion disc. N ote that the di-
m ension ofthe BLR isatm ost ofthisorderin NLS1s, and
i isdi cult to accept the idea that the disc extendsm uch
further out. N ote that or such a radius, the gravity ofthe
galaxy does not dom nate on the BH .

If the disk is not selfgraviating and extends further
out, it does not in uence the optical em ission. Indeed in
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this case one nds that (CPRg) 20M 71=4m_ =4 n,

which insures that the optical em ission is entirely pro—
duced inside 10°R4.On the contrary, if the disk extends
only up to 10°R 4 or 10°R 4, the com puted opticalem ission
would be sm allerthan HrRo,: = 10°R g, and the accretion
rate would therefore ke larger.

A s an accretion disc w ith a superE ddington accretion
rate behaves like a standard disc outside the photon trap—
ping radius KPH),we com puteR g w ith the sam eanalyt-
ical approxin ation as KPH , which gives expressions sin i~
lar to the previous detailed com putations of Hure (1998):

= )

— 3 3 3
Rg = ng;a+ ng;b+ ng;c

where R g;as Rggp s and R ;. are the selfgravitation ra—
dius in regpectively the Inner region dom nated by radia—
tion pressure and T hom son opacity, the interm ediate re—
gion, dom inated by gas pressure and Thom son opacity,
the outer region dom inated by gas pressure and atom ic

opaciy:

R gy = 500 T R @®)
= a1 ’ Lgqa=¢ °
14=27 ez
- 26=27 M-
Regp = 11400 — R
s97 0:1 7 LEdd=C2 ¢
Jomus ! 20-s5
- 52-45 M-
Rggie = 13400 — _ R
sgie 0:1 7 LEdd=C2 ¢

T hese expressions depend on the viscosity param eter
Wewiluse 03, = 04, and 001.A smaller
valie of hasam oreprofound in uence on the disc struc-
ture, as it corresponds to a denser standard disc, and
therefore a an aller value of R o .

Let usnow discuss the consequences of these relations
In an approxin ate way. As we shall see later, none of
the free param eters have a strong in uence on the com —
puted accretion rate, the main quantity that we want
to detemm ine. W e have seen that for a standard disc,
L (5100) / M M-)*7.U sing this relation, and Egs. and
:_2, we get:

4:28 0:14

m/ FWHM M ; )

where m is the accretion rate expressed in Eddington
unis, m_ = A This is actually a very interesting
resul, which com es from the dependence of the size of
the BLR on the lum inosity and which shows thatm de-
pends aln ost only on the FW HM s, and very little on the
BH mass. It is only approxin ate if the selfgravitating re—
gion of the disc is Jarge. It m eans that m_ can ke deduced
directly from the m easurem ent of the FW HM s abne.

4 .Resuls and discussion

W e have applied ourm odelto the sam ples, and w e present
now the resulks. We use Hy 75 km /sec/M pc, and
@ = 0:5.W hen the lum inosities were given for another
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Fig.4. The com puted optical spectral index ¢ mea—

sured between 4400 and 7000A (rest fram e), for the Bor03
sam ple, excluiding the cbcts wih L (5100) 0:5 104
erg/s. opt Measured between 4400 and 7000A is com —
puted w ith the selfgravitating correction, for equalre-
‘spectively to 0.01 (blue circles) and 0.1 (red squares), and
03 (lack crosses).W e recallthat ¢ = 03 for a stan-—
dard disc.

cogan ological constant, we have m ade the conversion in
the aim ofuniform iy.

W e st draw the attention on a fact which is som e-
tin es forgotten .G enerally it isnotthe uxesatEarth but
the um nosities w hich are published in the literature, and
they are com puted assum ing an isotropic em ission. T he
m onochrom atic um nosity is thus equalto:

2

L(a)=4D%0+ 2) F( o)=ADbs(,); (10)

whereF isthe ux observed atEarth, . (respt. o) isthe
frequency at em ission (respt. at Earth), D is the proper
distance of the ob gct, z is the redshift, Abs( ,) the ex—
temal (galactic) absorption. But an accretion disc does
not em it isotropically. T he com puted m onochrom atic lu—
m fnosity given by Eq.i® or by its equivalent for the self-
gravitating region should thus be multiplied by a factor
2cos (), where i the inclination ofthe disc axis on the line
of sight, to be identi ed w ith the published values.

4 1.Accretion mates

Fjgs.-'_Z display m_ as a function of the BH m ass for the
four sam ples.m_ is com puted according both to the stan—
dard discm odel, and to the selfgravitating discm odelas
explained In the previous section. In this latter case, the
results are shown for a viscosity param eter 001.In
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Fig.5. Com parison between the observed and com puted
optical spectral index opt, for the G ru99 sam ple, exclud-
ing the obcts with L (5100) 0:5 10%* ery/s. The black

lled circles are the observed values, the open sym bols are
com puted w ith the selfgravitating correction, for equal
respectively to 0.01 (plue circles) and 0.1 (red squares).

W e recallthat ¢ = 03 for a standard disc.

all com putations, cos(i) is set equalto 0.75. The ob gcts

wih L (5100) 035 10% ergs/sec are indicated on the g-
ures. T here are only two such ob fcts (actually Iying close

to the lim i) in Bor03. The G ru03 sam ple containsm any

low lum inosity ob fcts, but a large number of NLS1s are

above the lum nosity lim it.

W e see that the selfgravitation correction can decrease
m_ by about a factor three for large valies of m , but
hasno In uence on smallm . For larger values of and
of , the di erence between the standard and the self-
gravitating disc would be an aller. So we can consider that
the two m odels here correspond to a kind of \error bar"
onm , orgiven BH mass and L (5100) .Fjgs.:_i show s also
the \observed" ratio L (5100)/Lggq. W € have noted the
NLSls, and the thick dotted lines delineate the position
ofm for NLS1ls.NLSls always have BH m asses an aller
than 108 M , and they are located in the higher range of
L (5100)/Legq and m_. It is interesting to note that the four
sam ples do not di er except for the range of m asses and
lum inosities, though they have been selected quite di er-
ently.

Again we added for com parison to these gures the
results for the K aspiet al. sam ple, com puted using only
the standard disc em ission We recallthat the resultsdi er
from CO 2 becausesweusshereH ; = 75 Instead 0f50).A s
expected, the extrapolation by a factor 5 in m ass range of
the em pirical relationship translates in an extrapolation of

m_by about a factor 30,asm_/ MM 5y / Lijs, M 2.
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Fig.6.Accretion ratesin M /yr for the four sam ples as
a function of the BH m asses, excliding the ob fcts w ith
L (5100) 035 10% erg/s, and com puted according to the
selfgravitating discm odelw ith a viscosity param eter =
0:01.NLSls are indicated as red dots.

Severalother results appear on these gures.

First m increases as the BH m ass decreases. On the
contrary, the ratio L (5100)/Lgg4q is always an aller than
0.3, and seem s about constant for the NLS1s. W hen ap—
plying a standard correction Lbol 10 L (5100), one
concludes that Lbol saturates at about the Eddington lu-
m inosity, whatever the BH m ass. This excludes the ex-—
istence of the large superEddington ratios proposed by
Begelmnan (2002) due to the photon bubble instability.
T hus, according to Eq. 3, there should be a ower lim it
to the FW HM s of the order of 1000 M 9%° km /s unless
the em pirical relations do not apply to these ob fcts.And
indeed FW HM s ofthe order of 100-500 km /sw hich would
In ply Eddington ratios largerthan 10 have neverbeen ob—
served in Seyfert 1 nuclei.

Second, the two horizontal lines ocorresoond to
M=Mggq = 1, where Mggq = Lgag=( &), in the case
of a Schwarschild BH ( = 0057) and of an extrem ely
rotating Kerr BH ( = 0:30).W e see that the accretion
rates of NLS1s are always larger than the Eddington rate
in the case ofKerr BH s, and m ostly larger in the case of
Schwarzschild BH s.

T here are several causes of uncertainties in the results
(cf. K rolik 2001 and C02), which m ight introduce errors
on the BH masses as large as one order of m agnitude,
because one should not forget that even the m asses de—
term ined directly with reverberation m apping are known
w ih an uncertainty of a factor 3. It seem s however in —
plausble that all the uncertainties would system atically
act tow ards an underestin ation of the m ass and an over—
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Fig.7.The Eddington ratio Redd as a function ofm for
the G ru03 sam ple, com puted w ith the standard disc (open
squares) and the selfgravitating disc, = 001 ( led
squares). The obfcts with L (5100)  0:5 10% ergs/sec
have been suppressed. T he two curves correspond to the
slim discmodel, = 0:, and respectively a Schw arzshild
and a kerr BH .

estin ation of the lum inosity, avoiding the conclusion of
supert ddington accretion rates. O nly the uncertainty on
the correcting factor of the FW HM due to the geom e—
try and kinem atics ofthe BLR could lad to a system atic
underestin ation ofthem ass, ifthe BLR is a rotating at
structure. It can be large w hen the ob ctsare seen an ost
faceon.W e shall discuss this point in the last section.

Fig.d displays Ry=R¢ versusM for all sam ples, for
the selff gravitating discwih = 0:01.W e note that i is
always quite sm all (n particular sm aller than the BLR,
which has typical values 10° for high BH m asses and 10°
forNLS1s), justifying our previous clain that the BLR is
always located in, or above, the unstable part of the disc.
A s expected R oy=R decreasesw ith the BH m ass, exoept
at the high m ass lin it, and there is a strong correlation
betw een the two param eters.

A lthough the choice of parameters for the self-
gravitating disc does not in uence strongly m , i has an
e ecton the optical spectralindex.A san illustration, F ig.
:ff show s the com puted optical spectral index o+ de ned
asF / ort between 4400 and 7000A (rest frame),
for the Bor03 sam ple. T he com putation is perform ed w ith
the selfgravitating correction, for a viscosity param eter

equal to 001, 01, and 03. A system atic correction
E® V)=0.05 Pr the galactic absorption has been ap—
plied (certainly an underestin ation). For = 0:01, the
continuum is red except POr very broad line ob gcts. The
trend that broader ob fcts have bluer optical spectra is
consistent w ith the observational resuls of C onstantin &
Shields (2003).T he continuum isglobally bluer for an aller
valiesof (01 and 03).W e also see that pr alnost
never reaches the value ofthe standard disc (0.33).A de-
tailed com parison w ith the observed values is postponed
to the next paper.

FJ'g."gJ show s a com parison between the observed and
com puted spectral indexes for the G ru99 sam ple, exclud—
ing the obfcts with L (5100) 05 10% erg/s. A ccording
to G rupe et al. (1999), the cbserved values of ¢ are
given wih an uncertainty of 04.W ith = 01, many
of the com puted indices are close to the value ofthe stan—
dard disc, w hile the ob fcts ofthe sam ples are particularly
red, w ith an average index of 0.8. T he agreem ent ism uch
better for the an allest viscosity parameter = 0:01.The
very red spectra observed in a fraction ofob fctsm ight be
due to intrinsic reddening not taken into acocount in the
com puted values. If it is the case, i would In ply that the
observed L (5100) is underestin ated in these ob Fcts, but
again it isnot In portant for the detem nation ofm .Note
that in this sam ple, NLS1s do not seem to have redder
continua than BLR 1s.

Tt is therefore in possble from this com parison to de-
cide which are the best values of and to choose for
the disc. Our m odel is clearly oversim pli ed, and would
require a m ore sophisticated param etrization. The only
conclusion which can be drawn is that a non-standard
disc wih an additional release of energy in its extemal
region gives a better t to the average optical continuum
ofAGN than a standard disc. H ow ever, this problem does
not question the existence of superf ddington accretion
rates or NLS1s.

Finally Fig.# displays the accretion rates in M /yr
for the four sam pls, excluding the ob ctsw ith L (5100)
055 10** erg/s, and computed according to the self
gravitating disc m odel w ith a viscosity parameter =
001.Note that the In posed 1m it on L (5100) creates the
sharp lim itation on the left side, as M- is proportional to
M “7 (Bra xed Lypt).The lin itation on the right side
is due to a lin itation ofm at about 0.03 (perhaps due to
the fact that the accretion disc changes into an ADAF be—
Iow this value) . NLSls are ndicated as red dots.D espie
the large values ofm_ 0fNLSls, we see that the m axim um
accretion rate is of the order of one M /yr whatever the
BH mass. This is a strong indication of an exterior regu—
ltion of the accretion, rather than the selfregulation of
the disc. Note that i is a m odest value when com pared
w ith the rate of star form ation in a starburst nucleus.
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Fig.8. Cumulative number of obcts (nom alized to
unity) on which an underestin ation ofthem assby a fac—
tor an aller than M a1 ™ ops is made, in the conditions
explained in the text.

4 2.Com parson wih the slin disc m odel

Tt is interesting to com pare the ocbserved SED of super—
Eddington obfcts with the slin disc model. As we
m entioned in the ntroduction, this was done in de-
tail for the two highest m obcts Kawaguchi 2003;
KPH;KawaguchiM atsum oto, Leighly in preparation; see
Kawaguchi2004).and it w illbe perform ed for the ob Ects
of the samples In a future paper. Here we simply com —
pute the bolom etric um inosity, and we com pare i w ith
the observed values.

Only the G ru03 sam plk provides bolom etric um inosi-
ties based on the observed SED s. Fig. -j. show s the ob—
served ratio Rggqq versusm  for this sam ple. The low u-—
m inosity nuclei (L (5100) 0:5 10** ergs/sec) have been
suppressed. A 1so shown is the theoretical curves obtained
for the slin disc m odelw ith a Schwarzschild and a K err
BH . These curves depend very little on the BH m ass and
on the viscosity param eter. In goite ofthe large dispersion
of the \observations", it is clear that a m a prity of points
lie above the Schw arzschild curve, m eaning that the e -
ciency of the Schwarzschild BH is lnsu cient, ie.a Kerr
BH with an e ciency ofabout 0.15 would better tthe ob-
servations unless there is a system atic underestin ation of
the BH m asses.O n the other hand, the shape ofthe curve
agrees well w ith the observed points, in particular in the
\saturation" of Rggqq abovem = 10.Three ob fcts reach
an Eddington ratio ofthe order of10, or50 m 1000.

5. uence of the mclination on the m asses and
accretion rates

In allm ass detemm mnations, the FW HM isused instead of
the dispersion velocity. It m akes the in plicit assum ption
that the velocities are distributed at random in the BLR.
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However, ifthe BLR isa at structure dom inated by ro-
tation, the FW HM is proportionalto sin (i)Vk ¢p, where 1
is the anglke betw een the nom ale and the line of sight (the
nclination) . It is clear that a sm all inclination can lead to
a Jarge underestin ation of Vi o, and therefore ofthem ass.
However the BLR cannot be a geom etrically thin disc
w ith an exactly K eplerian velociy. Unfrtunately its dy—
nam ics and is structure are still not well determ ined
from detailed reverberation m appings, but we know that
it should be at least a \thick disc", w ith an aspect ratio
larger than, say, H =R 03 #H being the disc thickness
at the radius R), since it needs to have a large coverage
factor ofthe centralsource. Such a discm ust be sustained
vertically by a turbulent pressure corresponding to a tur—
bulent velocity of the ordgr 0f Vk ;cH=R . The FW HM is
#H =R )? + sih ()%, and the ra—

then proportionalto Vi o

tio G between the realm ass and the \observed" m ass,
is:
G = M reaiM ops = 1=[H =R)* + sin (i)*]: 1)

W e can com pute how m any ob fcts have a m ass un-—
derestin ated by a given factor G, assum ing that they
are distrbuted at random inside an angl iy.W e choose
ip = =4 in the follow Ing com putations, as i is a com —
monly accepted value for the opening angle of the dusty
torus In Seyfert 1 (according to the Uni ed Scheme, cf.
Antonucci & M iller 1985). T he probability of seeing an
ob Ect at an inclnation angle i per unit angl interval is
thus sin 1)=[os(g) 1]. The number of ob fcts per unit
IntervalofG is:

dN

AN [E=R)*+ sn@*F
dG

= ; — 12)
2[1  cos(iy)]cos(i)

Fi. .'g' show s the integral of this expression, ie. the
cum ulative number of ob fcts (hom alized to unity) on
which an underestin ation ofthe m assby a factor an aller
than M peai™ ops is m ade, for two values of H =R . Note
that iy plays a non negligble rok here, as it contributes
to increase the proportion of ob ects having a large G by
a factor 3 with respect to an isotropic distrbution. W e
see that the factor G depends strongly on the aspect ratio
the BLR.ForH=R = 03, it can take values as large as
11, but the num ber of ob fcts reaching this value is an all:
only about 20% have a G -factor larger than 6, and 1% a
factor largerthan 10.ForH =R = 035, them axinum value
ofG isonly 4, and about 60% have a G -factor ofthe order
of or sm aller than 2.

Tt is In portant to realize that In this case not only
nearly face-on ob¥cts, but all Seyfert 1 w illhave their BH
m assunderestin ated.Thiswould raisea problem concem-
Ing the BH -bulge m ass relationship.

W ould we have thus to m odify our conclusions? For
H=R = 03, halff of NLS1ls could have their m asses un—
derestin ated by factors of 3 to 10, kading to underesti-
m ations of the accretion rates (in term s of E ddington) by
factors 10 to 100. It is clearly very im portant, but stilla
large proportion of ob fcts would be accreting above the
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Eddington lim it, however at a sn aller rate. O n the other
hand, i is quite possble that the few extrem ely high ac-
cretors are actually \face-on" ob fcts, and that theirm ass
is indeed underestin ated by about one order of m agni-
tude.

6.Conclusion

W e used the BH m asses deduced from the size—lum inosity
relationship to com pute their accretion rate In four sam —
ples of AGN, assum ing that the optical lum nosity is pro—
vided by the accretion disc. Thus the em pirical relation
m ust be extrapolated in a range ofm asses aln ost one or—
der of m agniude am aller than the Kaspiet al. sample.
W e used a sin pli ed disc m odel, w th a param etrization
of the energy release In the selfgraviating region to get
the accretion rate, and the slin discm odelin the inner re—
gions in order to get the bolom etric lum inosiy. In soite of
the crudeness of the treatm ent, this study ladsto several
fairly certain conclusions.

{ NLS1ls are always accreting at Eddington or super—
Eddington rates.m can reach 1000, corresponding to
an accretion rate equalto 60M—«¢gqq (for Schwarzschild
BH) and to 300Mgqq (rKerrBH).

{ Their cbserved bolom etric um nosities \saturate" at

10 Eddington lum inosities, aspredicted by slim disc
m odels. Tt explains why there is a lower lim it to the
observed FW HM .

{ The observed value of the bolom etric lum inosities
are In better agreement with a Kerr than wih a
Schwarzschild BH .

{ The com puted optical spectral indexes agree w ith the
observed trend of redder spectra for NLS1s than for
BLS1s.

{ And nally the accretion rates have an upper lim it of
about one M /yr, whatever the BH m ass. In partic-
ular, all NLS1s have an accretion rate of this order.
This is a strong indication for a m ass 1im ited supply,
In plying an exterior regulation of the accretion.

W ih these resultswe are In a position to say now that
NLSls should have a strong in uence on the growth of
BHs.This is in agreem ent w ith the clain by M athuretal
2001, and G rupe & M athur 2004. Since NLS1s constitute
about 10% ofnom alSeyfert which them selves are about

% ofinactive galaxies, one deducesthat allgalaxies spend
02% oftheir lifetin e in the NLS1 phase, ie. 2 107 years.
D uring thistim ethem assoftheBH increasesby one order
ofm agniude K awaguchiet al 2004).T his could account
both for the ocbserved large dispersion in the BH /bulge
m ass relation ofN LS1s, and for the existence ofunderm as—
sive BH /bulge ratios during a large fraction of the NLS1
phase. The increase of the bulge m ass could have taken
place during m erger or interaction events.BH swould then
grow during intense phases of activity affer a tin e delay,
necessary for accum ulating m atter in the circum nuclear
region and for triggering a starburst. In this scenario, the
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overabundance of iron could be easily explained by the
rapid form ation of m assive stars and supemovae explo—
sions in the outer parts of the accretion disc where the
accretion rate is high Collin & Zahn 2000, Levin 2003,
Levin & Belobodorov 2003). T he scenario would also ac—
count naturally for the presence of out ow s giving rise to
the blue w ing ofthe [ III] line, as superEf ddington accre—
tion is expected to generate out ow s by strong radiation
elds.

T hough we have tried to detem ine a Iower lim it ofthe
accretion rate, two e ects can intervene to still reduce it.
T hey were both discussed n C02.

1-the possbility that the accretion rate decreasesw ith the

radius between the optically em itting region and the BH,

ow Ing to the creation ofa strong out ow due to the radi-
ation pressure. T he accretion rate close to the BH would

then be just Eddington. In this case, the out ow could
well be the origin of the [0 ITI] wing, and could lad to

the escape of a part of the Narrow Line Region, explain—
Ing the weakness of the [ III] line. H owever, one should

realize that in this case the rate of out ow would have
to represent 90 or even 99% of the accretion rate, in the

highest accretors. T his seem s unrealistic.

2-T he optical um nosity is not provided by the accretion
disc. Recently K ing & Pounds (2003) suggested that BH s
accreting at super Eddington rate produce w inds which
are Thom son thick and can em it a black body spectrum

providing the Blue Bump of AGN . Pounds et al. (2003)

Indeed report that they have found the signature of such
an optically thick w ind in the X -ray spectrum oftheNLS1
PG 1211+ 143. If the existence of such awind iscon med
In other NLS1s, then it is clear that the present analysis
would have to be reconsidered. H ow ever let us recall that
Collin et al. (2002) have show n that very strong conditions
must bem et in such a wind to give rise to the opticalUV

featureless continuum : it m ust have both a large density
(10'* an 3), and a Thom son thickness at least of unity.
Besides, to get the observed lum inosity, it should be lo—
cated far from the centerand it should have a large spatial
extension. It is thus not cbvious that the wind cbserved
by Pounds et al. (2003) satis es these requirem ents. It is
m ore lkely that its em ission is lim ited only to the EUV

radiation, and that the opticalem ission is still due to the
accretion disc.

W e have assum ed all along the paper that the BH
m asses 0f N LS1s are correctly estim ated by the em pirical
reverberation relations, even when these relations had to
be extrapolated by aIn ost one order ofm agniude.O n the
other hand, we have accepted the usual assum ption that
the FW HM isa good m easure ofthe velocity in the BLR,
In plicitly assum ing that the velocities are distrbuted at
random . If on the contrary the BLR is a at structure
dom inated by rotation, the BH m asses ofa fraction of ob—
“ects could be underestin ated by factorsup to one orderof
m agnitude and the accretion rates (in term s ofE ddington)
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by tw o order ofm agniudesw hen they are seen nearly face—
on. H ow ever, since this fraction should be an all, we think
that the scenario describbed in this paper is qualitatively
correct.

A cknow kdgem ents. W e are gratefilto Am riW andel for usefiil
com m ents w hich have contribbuted to im prove substantially the
paper.
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