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ABSTRACT

We present a detailed comparison betweer2thel0 keV hard X-ray and infrared (IR) lu-
minosity function (LF) of active galactic nuclei (AGN). Tloemposite X-ray to IR spectral
energy distributions (SEDs) of AGN used for connecting thedhX-ray LF (HXLF) and IR
LF (IRLF) are modeled with a simple but well tested torus maadesed on the radiative trans-
fer and photoionization code CLOUDY. Four observationédainations of the evolution of
2 — 10 keV HXLF and six evolution models of the obscured type-2 AGatfion (f;) have
been considered. The0 and15 um LFs for the total, unobscured type-1 and obscured type-2
AGN are predicted from the HXLFs, and then compared with tleasarements currently
available. We find that the IRLFs predicted from HXLFs tendtalerestimate the number of
the most IR-luminous AGN. This is independent of the chomesXLF and f>, and even
more obvious for the HXLFs recently measured. We show theatikcrepancy between the
HXLFs and IRLFs can be largely resolved when the anticaticidetween the UV to X-ray
slopea,, and UV luminosityLyy is appropriately considered. We also discuss other p@ssibl
explanations for the discrepancy, such as the missing ptipolof Compton-thick AGN and
possible contribution of star-formation in the host to thd+tR. Meanwhile, we find that the
HXLFs and IRLFs of AGN can be more consistent with each othétral obscuration mech-
anisms of quasars and Seyferts are assumed to be diffecergsponding to their different
triggering and fueling mechanisms. More accurate measemenof the IRLFs of AGN, espe-
cially that determined at smaller redshift bins and moreieately separated to that for type-1
and type-2, are very helpful for clarifying these intenegtissues.

Key words. galaxies: active — galaxies: luminosity function — galaxfermation — galaxies:
evolution — infrared: galaxies — X-rays: galaxies

1 INTRODUCTION Marconi & Hunt 2008B) of host bulge. On the other hand, the AGN

Acti lacti | AGN  reai t th ¢ activity and star formation are found to peak at a similar-red
ctive galactic nucleus ( ), compact regions at the aeote shift and decline towards low redshift simultaneously (kiop

a;:tlvz_gﬁlames, r?LeaS|rg ta great ?_eal of tenergfles in tdh_g fo 2004; | Silverman et al. 2008; Aird etlal. 2010). Meanwhileg th

?rarr: d Iaolp?tri]c;)lveurltrasioeleetc ;(()_?;?gtnoey_'r(;;paeé”rjlrgw rggnlie:/ae d t’o mass density of local SMBHSs in galaxy center is found to be

be po;/vered t;y accretion' of mass into’ the super-massive blackconsistt_ant with that ac_creted by AGN thrOl_Jghout the histafry
the Universe [(Marconi et al. 2004; Merlohi 2004). These cor-

.hOIGS (hSMBHS)' Infthe local Ur!lversel, S.MBHshare found té)dex- relations strongly support the idea that the growth of SMBHs

Irsétlaetlitotnse t?:tr\:i:ar? trr:]eosrtn:szssg:‘/esﬁﬂaBﬁlsean 3:2 are goo CO; should be coupled with the formation and evolution of galax-
! ' - properges 9 ies (Croton et &l. 2006; Bower et al. 2006; Di Matteo et al. 2200

host galaxies| (Hopkins etlial. 200/7; Kormendy & Benhder 2009; 2008: Hopkins et al. 2005, 2005, 2008), although some asithor

Gultekin et al.| 2009; Merloni et al. 2010), such as the veloc r = .
. - . : . : .g.lP 2007; Jahnk Madcio 2 -
ity dispersion |(Ferrarese & Merrilt 2000; Gebhardt etlal0CR0 g?ngof tt?eﬁ 007 Jahnke & Maccio 2011) argued a non-catisal o

Tremaine et al. 2002), mass (Magorrian et al. 1998; Harirgix

2004 Grahain 2004), or luminosity (Kormendy & RichstoneZ;99 While the important role of SMBHs, and so AGN, playing
in the formation and evolution of galaxies has been welllkesta
lished, detailed mechanisms about this process are stijella

* E-mail: hanyk@ynao.ac.cn unknown. The luminosity functions (LF) of AGN, which de-

(© 0000 RAS


http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.2329v1

2 Hanetal.

scribe the spacial density of AGN as a function of luminosity
and redshift, is an important observable quantity for usiderd-
ing the distribution and evolution of AGN. It constrains tae-
cretion history of SMBHs, and reveals the triggering andl-fue
ing mechanism of AGN and their co-evolution with host galax-
ies. An observational determination of the bolometric LFAGN
require multi-wavelength observations spanning the whalee-
length range of electromagnetic spectrum and sampling laog
moving volume and luminosity range. So, in practice, the bfs
AGN are measured independently from different wavelengtidls
such as radio (e.g. Nagar etlal. 2005), infrared (e.g. Baigbetlal.
2006 Brown et &al. 2006; Matute et/al. 2006), optical (e.¢n Egal.
2001;| Wolf et al.. 2003;_Croom etlal. 2004; Richards et al. 2006
Bongiorno et al.l 2007, Fontanot et al. 2007; Shankar & Mathur
2007), soft X-ray (e.g. Miyaiji et al. 2000, 2001; Silvermdrak
2005a; Hasinger et al. 2005), hard X-ray (e.g. Uedalet al3200
La Franca et al. 2005; Silverman etlal. 2005b, 2008; Yencladl et
2009;| Ebrero et al. 2009; Aird etlal. 2010), or emission li(eg.
Hao et all 2005). However, due to the different selectioaafbuf-
fered by different bands, the LFs of AGN measured from déifer
bands are not necessarily consistent with each other.

Among various bands, X-ray, especially the hard X-ray band,
is the most efficient for selecting AGN. Recently, the eviolutof
the hard X-ray LF (HXLF) of AGN fromz ~ 0 to 5 is found
to be best described by a luminosity dependent density #onlu
(LDDE) model. According to this model, the spatial densify o
AGN with lower luminosity peaked at lower redshift than thos
with high luminosity, and the faint-end slope of the LFs ig-fla
tened as redshift increased (Ueda et al. 2003; Bargerle0@b;2
Hasinger et al. 2005). This kind of so-called ‘cosmic dowimy’
evolution trend of the AGN population has been further coméi
in radio and optical bands (Cirasuolo etlal. Z005; Bongiahal.
2007). These results revealed a dramatically differeniuéiemary
model for Seyfert galaxies and quasars, and imply very rdiffe
triggering, fueling and accretion mechanisms for the tvessés of
AGN.

Meanwhile, AGN are classified to two major classes accord-
ing to their optical spectra. Type-1 AGN exhibits both brqmed-
mitted lines and narrow forbidden lines in their spectrailedype-

2 AGN presents only the narrow lines_(Khachikian & Weedman
1974).. Rowan-Robinson (1977) firstly put forward the ideat th
AGN are surrounded by dusty medium which absorbs their visi-
ble and ultraviolet light and then re-emits them in the nitd-The
extinction due to these obscuring medium is responsibleter
distinction between type-1 and type-2 AGN. Latterly, tlilea was
developed into the so-called unified model of AGN (Pier & Kol
1992; | Antonuccil 1993| Maiolino & Rieke 1995%5; Kralik 1999;
Zhang & Wang 2006; Wang & Zhang 2007). In the model, the dif-
ferences between different types of AGN can be explainedby t
anisotropically distributed obscuring mediums (ofteruaiszed as

a geometrically and optically thick torus comprised of dast
molecular gas) surrounding a basic black hole-accretisk slys-
tem, while different lines-of-sight into and through thedsscuring
mediums result in the diverse observational properties@iNAop-
ulation.

However, the obscuration of AGN by anisotropically dis-
tributed gas/dust medium imply great systematic selediiaa for
understanding the properties and evolution of AGN. Moreove
obscuring mediums around AGN are recently found to be dis-

minosity (Ueda et al. 2003; Steffen et al. 2003; Hasinger4200
Barger et al!. 2005;_Simpson 2005) and redshift (La Franch et a
2005; [ Ballantyne et al. _2006a; Treister & Urry 2006; Hasinge
2008;| Ebrero et al. 2009). These results imply that the ebser
tional properties of AGN may vary significantly from object t
object. This complicates the understanding of the intcircdiar-
acteristics of AGN and their correlations with the host ggla
On the other hand, current state-of-art synthesis modelsosf
mic X-ray background (CXRB) (e.g. Gilli et gl. 2007) show tha
a large population of heavily obscured Compton-thick AGNtw
Nu < 10**cm™2) are required to fit the CXRB spectrum. This
population of Compton-thick AGN can be missed by even the
deep hard X-ray surveys since they are deeply buried by obscu
ing medium.

Furthermore, recent results of Hasinger (2008) and
Treister et al. [(2010) show that the fraction of absorbed AGN
increases significantly with redshift to ~ 2 — 3, accompanied
with the cosmic co-evolution of star-formation and AGN wityi
These results support the idea that the obscuration of AGNata
simply come from an unevolving torus employed by traditiona
unified model of AGN. The obscuration mechanism of AGN
with different triggering, fueling and accretion mechans may
be different and associated with their co-evolution withagies
(Davies et al. 2006; Ballantyne et/al. 2006a; Ballantyne&200

So, detailed studies of the obscuring medium around AGN,
such as their geometry, distribution, composition, origamd
evolution, are very important _(Zhang 2004; Wang et al. 2005;
Liu & Zhang|2011). The obscured or absorbed optical, uloietj
and X-ray radiation will be re-emitted in the infrared (IR}.bands
represent an important complement for understanding theepr
ties of obscuring medium around AGN and their co-evolutidthw
host galaxies. With the existing IR space telescope su&pitzr,
Herschel and forthcomingJames Webb Space Telescope (JWST),
our observation and understanding of AGN from the IR band wil
be largely improved. Given the limitations suffered by X-i@b-
servations, it is important to study the LFs and obscuratfohGN
together and test the conclusions about their evolutiorichvare
mainly based on observations in the X-ray band, in the IR band

By using the spectral energy distributions (SEDs) modeled
with a simple torus model, which is based on the radiativastra
fer and photoionization code CLOUDY, Ballantyne et al. (@00
can relate the X-ray and IR properties of AGN and explore the e
fects of parameters about obscuring medium. They presé¢héed
mid-IR number counts and LFs for three evolution models ef th
f2 (equal to the covering factor under the unified model of AGN)
that are constrained by the synthesis model of CXRB. ThelRid-
number counts and LFs predicted from HXLF are in good agree-
ment with direct IR observations, especially when assuraim-
ner radius Ri,) of 10 pc for the obscuring medium as expected if
the obscuring material is connected to galactic-scale @enon.
The mid-IR LFs of AGN are found to be a much better tool for
determining the evolution of, with z.

Ballantyne et al.| (2006b) presented the mid-IR LFs for to-
tal AGN at different redshifts, but the observational mrl4LFs
of AGN (i.e.|Brown et al! 2006), which is used to be compared
with, are for type-1 AGN only. After the work of Ballantyne &t
(2006b), some important improvements to the measurement of
HXLF of AGN have been presented (e.g. Silverman et al. [2008;
Ebrero et al. 2009; Aird et al. 2010). Furthermore, the d@valu-

tributed in a much more complex manner than a simple compact tion model of AGN obscuration is not necessarily within theee

torus (Risaliti et al. 2002; Kuraszkiewicz et al. 2003; Risat al.
2005%; | Goulding & Alexander 2009), and may evolve with lu-

models proposed by Ballantyne et al. (2006a), other pdsibi
need to be tested for more reasonable conclusions.
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In this paper, we present a more detailed comparison between
the HXLFs and mid-IR LFs of AGN, which are connected by the
composite X-ray to IR SEDs modeled with a modified version of
the simple by well tested torus model.of Ballantyne etlalOGtf).
More observational determinations of the- 10 keV HXLF and
the evolution models off; have been considered. T80 and
15 wm LF for the total, unobscured type-1 and obscured type-2
AGN are predicted from different combinations of HXLF afid
and then compared with current IR observational resultsidés
the measurement of Brown et al. (2006), theum LF given by
Matute et al.|(2006) and recent results of Fu et al. (2010 haen
added for comparison.

We begin in Sectiofi]2 by reviewing current understanding
of AGN evolution from X-ray band. This include current obser
vational determination of the evolution of the HXLF of AGN in
Sectiorl 2.1, and the evolution of AGN obscuration in Sedfich
The detailed procedures of modeling the composite X-rayRto |
SED of AGN, and our modifications to the original torus model
of Ballantyne et al.| (2006b), are presented in Sedfion 3tiGdd
presents the method used to compute the IRLFs of type-1;2ype
and total AGN from different combinations of HXLF an@. In
Sectiorlh, we present our results and compare them with mesasu
ments from direct mid-IR observations to seek conclusidrait
the evolution of LFs and obscuration of AGN from combinedwge
of hard X-ray and mid-IR. We find that the mid-IR LFs predicted
from HXLFs tend to underestimate the number of the most IR-
luminous AGN, which is independent of the choices of HXLF and
f2, and even more obvious for the HXLFs recently determined. In
Sectior 6, we discuss explanations for this. Finally, a samyrof
this paper is presented in Sectidn 7.

Throughout this paper, we adopt& = 70 km s~ Mpc™!,
Qa = 0.7, and2,,, = 0.3 (Spergel et al. 2003) cosmology. Minor
differences in the cosmology have negligible effects onoaumclu-
sions.

2 THEEVOLUTION OF AGN REVEALED FROM X-RAY
BANDS

2.1 Theevolution of theHXLF of AGN

Strong X-ray emission is a unique indication of an AGN atyivi
at the center of galaxies. Deep X-ray surveys@handra and
XMM-Newton, which have already resolved most of the 10 keV
cosmic X-ray background (CXRB) into individual sourcesyrid
that most sources of CXRB are AGN. X-ray, especially harda)-r
with energy>2 keV, are highly efficient for selecting AGN. Both
the moderately obscuredVy < 10%* cm~2) and low-luminosity
sources commonly missed by optical observations can betsdle
from hard X-ray. So, much more trustable evolution trendthef
AGN can be revealed from hard X-ray observations.

As mentioned above, HXLF of AGN is found to be best de-
scribed by a LDDE model. However, the exact form of the evolu-
tion is still under debate, especially at high redshiftsthis paper,
we adopt the LDDE model given by Ueda et al. (2003), where the
present-day HXLF is described as a smoothly-connected ldoub
power-law form:

d®(Lx,z =0)
dlogLx

where~1 is faint-end slope;2 is the bright-end slopél,.. is the
characteristic break luminosity ardis a normalisation factor. The

= Al(Lx/L)™ + (Lx/L))7Y (@)
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Figure 1. HXLF of AGN at z = 0.5,1.5,2.0 and 2.5 as given by the
LDDE model ofl Ueda et al! (2003) (red solid line, noted as UDBIE),

Ebrero et al.[(2009) (green dashed line, noted as EO9LDDEY &k al.

(2010) (blue short dashed line, noted as ALOLDDE) and the EAfibdel
oflAird et all (2010) (purple dot line, noted as A10LADE), pestively.

evolution of LFs is given by
d®(Lx,z) d®(Lx,0)

dlogLx dlogLx “5 %) )
where the evolution term is given by
(14 z)?* [z < 2zc(Lx)]
e(z,Lx) = (3)
e(z) [ 221" [2 > 2e(Lx))

The cutoff redshift., with a dependence on the luminosity starting
from a characteristic luminosity.., are given by a power law of
Lx:

(LX > La)

ze

Zc (LX) = (4)

*

L
o =X

La

(

wherea measures the strength of the dependence ofith lumi-
nosity.

Recently, Ebrero et al. (2009) re-measured the HXLF of AGN
by using theXMM-Newton Medium Survey (XMS|_Barcons etlal.
2007) and other highly complete deeper and shallower sariey
assemble an overall sample~f450 identified AGN in the2 — 10
keV band, which is one of the largest and most complete sanfple
to date/ Aird et al.|(2010) presented a new observationarafet
nation of the evolution of the — 10 keV HXLF of AGN by using
data from many surveys including 2 Méhandra Deep Fields and
the AEGIS-X 200 ks survey. These, combined with a sophitsita
Bayesian methodology, allow them to do a more accurate measu
ment of the evolution of the faint end of the HXLF. They fouhdtt
the evolution of HXLF are best described by a so called lusiiyo
and density evolution (LADE) model, rather than the LDDE mlod
The LADE model is a modified Pure luminosity evolution (PLE)
model. According to the PLE model (Ueda et al. Z003), thetevol
tion of HXLF with redshift are described by allowing the caer
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teristic break luminosityL.. in the present-day HXLF as given by  null-hypothesis, assumes thatdoes not evolve with redshift, and

Eg. (1) to evolve as given as:
1+Z P1 1+z P2 2 IOgLX—415
_ _ : c =K oeox Z 2D 9
log L. (z) = log Lo — log {<1+z> +<1+z) } (5) f2 3 COS < o7 , 9)
where the parameter. controls the transition from the strong low- ~ WhereKs is determined byfz (logLx = 41.5,z = 0) = 0.8.
z evolution to the high= form. The LADE model are constructed The fraction of type-2 AGN can also be measured directly
by additionally allowing for overall decreasing densityoktion from observations in different bands. For example, in the op
with redshift, i.e. allowing the normalization constastin the tical, AGN can be selected using their high ionization lines
present-day HXLF as given by E@] (1) to evolve as construct the standard diagnostic diagrams_(Baldwin|et28.1;
Kewley et al.| 2001| Kauffmann etlal. 2003; Kewley etlal. 2006)
log A(z) = log Ao +d(1+ 2) (6) Furthermore, the ratio of narrow-line and broad-line AGM te

. - - . measured as a function efand the luminosity of emission lines
whered is an additional parameter describing the overall density (such as [0 III]5007A line), which can be used as AGN power
decrea5|.ng[.]] h h fAG B d indicators. However, significant limitations of opticalesgtion and

In '.:'g' » we show the HXLF of AGN at = 0.5, 1.5, 2.0 an classification of AGN have been noticed (e.9. Moran &t al.Z200
2.5 as given by the LDDE model b Ueda e1 al. (2D03). Ebrero et al. Netzer et all 2006; Rigby etial. 2006). The nuclear emissem ¢

(28(1)?)’ Ar\]ird etal. (2%1?,)’ ar}dhthe LADE modﬁl of Airdhe1: al. be obscured by the torus and/or outshone by the host-gatsxy |
( ). The LADE modeling of the HXLF retains the same shape a Alternatively, AGN can be efficiently selected in the X-rand

i” ,(/TdSh'ﬁs_’l buthungirl?[(:)es Ztrong Iumlnoslllty evolgtluglnz " the X-ray luminous AGN can be classified to absorbed and unab-
| " eaqwh e, t € q “k:‘,ﬁefgoes ()lver? nhegatNEmensrtye sorbed according to their absorbing column densitigdvy < 22
ution with increasing redshift. Figl 1 clearly shows ttag HXLF or > 22. X-ray selection of AGN is suffered by the limited sen-

|0f Aird e_t all (201D) is different from those of the others agth sitivity of telescopes, which are only sensitivesat10 keV. So, a
umln()_;lty. h giff implications for th significant fraction of absorbed objects, especially thgdaumber
Different HXLFs have very different implications for the AG of Compton-thick AGN withlog Ny > 24 predicted by the popu-

populations, such as their lifetimes, duty cycles, fuelinggering lation synthesis model of CXRB, may be missed by current hard
and evolution. Further complemental views from other wength X-ray selection of AGN

banlds., sucfh as IR, arle importanthfor a fullyrlljn(fjerstan(;inéhf The combination of X-ray and optical criteria is a much more
a\ll_oxl::tlon 0 .AG'; p(;pu att:ons.gnt IS pager,t ed_ourr:no 8 Ic:i robust method for the selection and classification of AGN: Re
mentioned above have been used to predict the evolofion cently,l Hasinger (2008) have presented a new determinafitire

mid-IR LFs of type-1 and/for type-2 AGN, respectively. fraction of absorbed sources as a function of X-ray lumiryceid
redshift from a sample of 1290 AGN. They are selected ir2theé0
keV band from different flux-limited surveys with very higipto
22 Theevolution of the obscuration of AGN cal identification completeness, and grouped into typedltgpe-

Since there is a good correspondence between the AGN with2 accor_ding to the!r optical spectros_copic classificatinq_z(-ray
Ny > 10° cm2 and those optically identified as being of type-2 absorption properties. So, the evolution of AGN absorptith lu-

(Tozzi et al[ 2006), type-2 AGN is commonly defined as thosé wi minosity and redshift is determined with higher statidtauracy
Sbeorbing column’densitidyH > 10?2 ¢cm? in the X-ray band and smaller systematic errors than previous results. Therhed

According to the unified model of AGN; approximately equal to fraction is found to decrease strongly with X-ray Iumlln;a,sand
the covering factor of the gas witNy > 10?2 cm~2 around the can be represented by an almost linear decrease with a sope o
AGN. 0.281 + 0.016. Meanwhile, it increase significantly with redshift
as~ (1 + 2)%62£0-11 from z = 0 to z ~ 2. On the other hand,
the evolution of the absorbed AGN fraction over the wholesheid
fromz = 0to z ~ 5 can also be described as(1 4 z)°-45+0-08,
or ~ (1 + 2)%-38+9-99 when data with crude redshifts are excluded.
These findings may have important consequences for the
broader context of AGN and galaxy co-evolution. Accordioghe
results of Hasinger (2008), we have constructed three nelu-ev
tion models of AGN obscuration, which are expressed as

By using a population synthesis model of CXRB,
Ballantyne et al. | (2006a) constrained the evolution fef as a
function of bothz and Lx. They presented three parameterizations
for the evolution offz (logL x, z) that could fit the observed shape
of the CXRB and X-ray number counts of AGN. The first one
(shown in Fig[2, and noted as fP), with a moderate redshift
evolution, is given as:

_ 0.3 —4.8
f2=Ki(1+2)7"(logLx) ", ) fo = —0.281(logLx — 43.75) + 0.279(1 + 2)°%2,  (10)
whereK; is a constant defined bfs(logLx = 41.5,z = 0) = 0.48
0.8, which is based on observations in the local Universe. The se f2 =—0281(logLx —43.75) + 0.308(1 + z)",  (11)
ond one (shown in Fid.]2, and noted as_423 with a more rapid 0.38
redshift evolution, is given as: J2 = —0.281(log Lx —43.75) +-0.309(1 + 2)",  (12)
fo=Ka(l+ 2)0'9(10gLX)71‘3 ®) and noted as 2, ‘f2_5’, and ‘f2.6’, respectively (shown in Fig.

[2). Due to the simple linear dependence on luminosity, the-&
whereKs is based on the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) mea- AGN fraction will quickly become zero as luminosity incréaas
surement offz (logLx = 41.5, z = 0) = 0.5 by/Hao et al.|(2005). According to recent results of Brusa et al. (2010), the fomcof
In the above two cases, theevolution is halted at = 1, be- the obscured AGN population at the highebk(> 10*erg s™')
cause there is no constraint ¢n at higher redshifts. The last one  X-ray luminosity is~ 15% — 30%. So, we have set a lower limit
(shown in Fig[2, and noted as 42), which is considered as a  of 0.15 for the evolution off2(logLx, z) to stand for a flattening
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Figure 2. The six evolution models of>(logLx, z) used in this paper are

z z z

shown lag Lx=41.5 (red solid line), 43.0 (green dashed line), 44.5 (blue

short dashed line) and 46.0 (purple dot line), respectiveEhe first three, which are constrained by CXRB spectrum asrdyXnumber count as given
by |Ballantyne et al.| (2005a), are noted as 1f2 f2_2’, and ‘2.3’ respectively. The last three, which are constructedting to recent measurement of

Hasinger|(2008), are noted as ‘4, ‘f2 5, and ‘f2.6’, respectively.(see text fo

of the decline at the highest luminosities as expected. idyuan
upper limit of1 is forced at all cases.

Except for f2(logLx, z), additional assumptions are needed
to determine a specific distribution a¥. The exact distribu-
tion of Ng is unknown except for local bright Seyfert 2s (e.qg.
Risaliti et al.l 1999), but the covering factor is a usefulgmaeter
for its theoretical description. Here, we use a simple agsiom
about the distribution ofVy following Ballantyne et al.| (2006b).
In the ‘simple Ni distribution’, ten values ofVy are considered:
log(Nu/cm™2) = 20,20.5,...,24.0,24.5, and a type-1 AGN
is assumed to have an equal probabilitypf being absorbed by
columns withlog Ny < 22. Likewise, a type-2 AGN has an equal
chance of being absorbed by columns wWith Ny > 22:

20.0,...,21.5,

_ 1-fo(logLx,z)
p= 7.0

log(Ng /em™?)

22.0, ... _ f2(o8Lx.z)

,24.5, p
(13)
Since f2(logLx, z) depends odogLx and z, the distribution of
obscuring medium around AGN evolves with batlg Zx andz. It
is worth noting that this simple assumption about the diation
obscuring medium with differen¥y is only used to construéYy-
averaged SEDs (described in the next Section). We do notexpe
it to give a correct fraction of Compton-thick AGN. In fachetre
are AGN with estimated columibg Ny > 25 (e.g. NGC 1068;
Matt et al.| 1997). The inclusion of very Compton-thick oliscu
ing medium dramatically increase the computation time oDSE
However, they have important effects mainly in the far-IR;, anly
ignorable effects in the mid-IR which we are mostly integelsin

currently.

3 MODELLING THE SPECTRAL ENERGY
DISTRIBUTION OF AGN

To predict the IR properties of AGN, we must know the relatien
tween IR and X-ray luminosity of AGN. This can be given by the
SEDs of AGN with different X-ray luminosities. The SEDs of AG
can be obtained from observations or theoretical cal@natiThe
observational SEDs have the advantage of being based on obse
vations of real AGN. However, the number of observed objects
limited, and they only cover a narrow range of luminositgdeift
and wavelength. Alternatively, we can use theoretical ydtstus
emission models, which include a detailed radiative tremslcu-
lation, to compute the expected IR SED for a given X-ray lursin
ity. However, most radiative transfer calculation for IRstlemis-
sion of AGN do not include detailed considerations of gasitgnd
interaction with dust (e.q. Treister etlal. 2004, 2006; Neaket al.
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r more detailed explanatimmghese evolution models.)

2008¢&.,b). The gas and dust are expected to be interactihgadh
other, and gas is responsible for the absorption of X-rayf@a
reasonable connection of the X-ray and IR properties of AGds,
and their interaction with dust must be considered.

Here, the calculation of AGN SEDs is performed by using the
photoionization code CLOUDY v. 07.02.01 (Ferland et al. &)99
following a procedure similar to that of Ballantyne et aloQBb),
but with some simplifications. In CLOUDY, the atomic gas phgs
along with the detailed dust radiation physics, such as -poly
cyclic aromatic hydrocarbon (PAH) emission and emissiamfr
very small grains, have been self-consistently considdredddi-
tion, many important physical properties of the obscuriregiam
around AGN, such as its distance from the central enginedgas
sity, distribution and gas/dust ratio, can be varied freshg so ex-
plored extensively. CLOUDY is a one-dimensional radiatiass-
fer code, and the methods we employed to model the SEDs of AGN
are less sophisticated than those used by Treister et &6) 290
Nenkova et al1(2008a). However, Ballantyne et al. (2006bywd
that the SEDs, when averaged oveiNa distribution, have very
similar properties to the ensemble of AGN found in the deep su
veys ofChandra, XMM-Newton andSpitzer.

3.1 Construction of CLOUDY modél

To construct a CLOUDY model, three ingredients must be speci
fied. Firstly, the shape and intensity of the radiation seuvehich
define the incident continuum, must be set. The intrinsicspm

of AGN is described by a multi-component continuum typical f
AGN, which extend from 100 keV to> 1000 um. Specifically,
the ‘Big Bump’ component, peaking atRyd, is a rising power
law with a high-energy exponential cutoff and parameteribg
the temperature of the bump. The big blue bump temperatset is
to be a typical value of0°K. The X-ray to UV ratioc.x, which is

defined by
). s

have an important effect on the resulting X-ray to IR ratisp&-
cially, there are evidences (e.g. Steffen et al. 2006; Hopkt al.
2007;| Vagnetti et al. 2010) that this parameter may be améeo
lated with the UV luminosity of AGN. To explore the effects of
this important parameter, we sei to be a constant value ef1.5,
—1.4and—1.3, respectively. We also tested the, — Luv relation
presented in Hopkins etlal. (2007), which is given by

_ log(L2kev/Losooi)
log (V2 kev /Vas00i)

Lo yev

Qox

= 0.3838 log (
2500A

Loso0a

Qox = —0.107 lOg(W

) +1.739, (15)
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and determined specifically for unobscured (type-1) qeaddris
results in a luminosity-dependent shape of the input SEBnfro
AGN center. The low-energy slope of the Big Bump continuum
auy IS set to be the default value ef0.5. The X-ray photon index
is assumed to bE = 1.9, and so the energy index, = 1 — T" =
—0.9. The full continuum is the sum of two components as given
by

fo =v™ exp(—hv/KTgs) exp(—KTir/hv) + av™, (16)

whereTsg is the temperature of Big Bump and the coefficient

is adjusted to produce the correef; for the case where the Big
Bump does not contribute to the emission at 2 keV. The Big Bump
component is assumed to have an IR exponential cutdffag =
0.01Ryd (1Ryd ~ 13.6 eV) Finally, this spectrum is scaled to
have a luminosity o, (erg s~' Hz™').

The second ingredient of a CLOUDY model is the chemical
composition of the obscuring medium. A gaseous element-abun
dance similar to that of Orion Nebula is assumed. The sizelalis
tions and abundances of graphitic, silicate and PAHs geaimalso
set to be similar to that of Orion Nebula. The obscuring mediisi
assumed to distribute uniformly and have a constant hydrdge-
sity ng of 10%*cm 3.

The last ingredient of a CLOUDY model is the geometry of

For each CLOUDY model, three kinds of SEDs are predicted:
the attenuated incident continuum, diffuse continuum afiected
continuum. The SEDs with differen¥y correspond to observa-
tions from different direction. However, according to theified
model of AGN, obscuring medium with all values of column den-
sity Ng simultaneously exist around AGN. On the other hand,
there are evidences that obscured and unobscured AGN presen
more similar Lyir /Lx ratios (e.gl Alonso-Herrero etlal. 2001;
Krabbe et al. 2001; Lutz et al. 2004; Horst etial. 2006, 2068nt
that predicted by traditional torus models assuming a smdis-
tribution of dusty obscuring medium. Recent woiks (Nenket/al.
2008¢&.,b] Honig et al. 2000; Honig & Kishimoto 2010) shovatth
the distribution of dusty obscuring medium is clumpy rattien
contiguous. So, when we observe an AGN from one directioti, bo
diffuse and reflected emission from d\ly can be observed, in
addition to the attenuated incident emission through acwibsg
medium with a column densitiyvy of this direction. For this rea-
son, we have made a modification to the original torus emissio
model of Ballantyne et al. (2006b). The SED of an AGN with col-
umn densityNy is constructed by adding the diffuse and reflected
emission averaged over all 10 models with differéft to the at-
tenuated incident emission through a particulas. The weights
are given by the probability distribution of the column dées,

the obscuring medium. Here, the obscuring medium is assumedwhich is a function off2(logLx, z) (or covering factor) as dis-

to be R, pc away from the center and with a column density of
Ng. On the other hand, to be consistent with the unified model,
Ballantyne et al/(2006b) have set the covering factor obtheeur-

ing medium tof> whenNg > 10?2 cm2 or 1 — f» otherwise, in
CLOUDY model. Sincef, depends on both luminosity and red-
shift, the CLOUDY simulation needs to be done for each lursino
ity and redshift, respectively. This would result in a gneatnber of
CLOUDY models. However, in CLOUDY models the covering fac-
tor only has second-order effects on the spectrum throughggs

in the transport of the diffuse emission. So, we just use te d
fault geometric covering factor of unity (the shell fullyvars the
continuum source) but a radiative covering factor of zem, an
open geometry is assumed, and the reflected radiation cah-be o
tained as well. The effects of covering factor on the diffasel
reflected emissions are considered after the CLOUDY sinaumat
as described int the next section.

3.2 CLOUDY mode gridsand construction of AGN SEDs

The CLOUDY models are built fof., 5 (erg s~ Hz~')[ from

27 to 34 (in steps of 0.25), aidg( Ny /cm ™ ?) from 20.0 to 24 (in
steps of 0.5). Following Ballantyne et al. (2006b), we firsgtRi,

to bel0 pc. However, we found that the temperatures of grains will
be much higher than their sublimation temperatures at tgk-hi
luminosity end if a constanR;, of 10 pc is assumed. We have
practically found a luminosity-dependeRt,,, which is given by

vL,(2500A) i
1046

to fix this problem. The CLOUDY models are also built by as-

suming luminosity-depende;,, for comparison. Finally, as men-

tioned above, the CLOUDY models are built for four choices of

Qox, respectively.

Rin =10 * [ %) (17)

1 See CLOUDY document for more detailed explanations for trestruc-
tion of this AGN spectrum.

2 To explore the effects ok -dependentR;, andaoyx on the resulting
SEDS, L, 4 instead ofLx is used to define the luminosity of input SED.

cussed in Sectioh_2.2. The SEDs constructed this way isccalle
‘unified SEDs'.

Finally, the ‘unified SEDs’ undergo an average o¥&f again
to produce the Ny-averaged SEDs’, which will be used to pre-
dict the IRLFs of AGN later. Here, three types dfi-averaged
SEDs are constructed. The type-1 SED is an average of the ‘uni
fied SEDs’ with10?*%cm™2 < Ny < 10*2cm™2. The type-
2 SED is an average of the ‘unified SEDs’ witlh?2cm=2 <
Ng < 10**%cm™2. The average SED is an average of the
‘unified SEDs’ with 10°°%cm™ < Nu < 10**°cm™>. As
an example, Fig]3 shows the rest-frame SEDs taken from the
‘2_1" evolutionary grid (eq[17) for a Seyfert-like AGNL& =
10%35%erg s71, 2 = 0.7, f2 = 0.7484) and quasar-like AGN
(Lx = 10%%ergs™1, 2 = 1.4, f» = 0.5705), respectively.

3.3 Testing model SEDsof AGN

The method we have used to model the SEDs of AGN is similar to
that of Ballantyne et al. (2006b). They have been extenstested
this method against large samples of AGNs. Here, we pregent t
additional tests that are more directly related to the gdahis
paper, i.e. prediction of IRLFs from HXLF. For this goal, tmest
important thing is correct X-ray to IR relation.

Recentlyl Gandhi et al. (2009) found a strong mid-infraxed:
ray (logALx(12.3pum)-logL2_10kev) luminosity correlation for a
sample of local Seyferts, the cores of which have been redotv
the mid-IR. The relation is given by

(18)

and is found to be valid in a wide range of luminosity and may
extend into the quasar regime. Mullaney et al. (2011) cdader
this correlation to that betwedobgZLir andlogL2_1oxev, Which

is given by

logA\Lx(12.3um) = —4.37 + 1.106 logL2—10kev,

Lr Lo—1okev
10%3erg s—1 108ergs—1°

In Fig[4, thelogLir-logLa_10kev relation computed from
our model SEDs of AGN by using different choices afx

log =0.53 + 1.11 log (29)
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Figure 3. Top: Rest-frame SEDs for a Seyfert-like AGNL¥
10%3-5erg s—1) at 2 = 0.7 and obscured by dusty medium with an in-
ner radiusl0 pc, hydrogen density:; = 10*cm =3 and covering factor
fo = 0.7484. The type-1 SED is shown in red, the type-2 SED is shown
in green, while the average SED is shown in blue. Bottom: s lbait for

a quasar-like AGNLx = 10%6-5erg s—1) atz = 1.4 and obscured by
dusty medium with a covering factgh, = 0.5705. These spectrums are
taken from the ‘f21’ evolutionary grid (ed.17).

and R;, are tested against the observational relation given by
Mullaney et al.|(2011). As shown in the figure, the result oiste

for aox = —1.4 and Rin = 10 pc (as in|Ballantyne et al.
(2006Dh)) significantly deviates from the nearly linear tiela given
by|Mullaney et al.|(2011). This problem has also been noted
Draper & Ballantyne|(2011). We found that a more lineayLr-
logL2—10xev relation can be obtained iR;, decreases witl.yv

(as given by Eq_17). With the typical value of. = —1.4, this
lead to a result similar to that bf Mullaney ef al. (2011),exsplly

at the high-luminosity range. At the low-luminosity rangdarger
aox Seems required. However, when the - Luv relation given by
Hopkins et al.|(2007) (as given by Hg.]15) is assumed, a t@pste
relation is obtained. So, these results support the angiledion be-
tweenaox and Luv found by other independent observations (e.g.
Steffen et al. 2006; Vagnetti etlal. 2010), but imply a moréria
lation.
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Figure 4. Test of thelogLir-logLs_10kev relation computed from our
model SEDs of AGN against the observational relation (blsalid line)
given byl Mullaney et al.| (2011). The results obtained by gsiifferent
choices ofaox and R;,, are presented, respectively. Thery -dependent
R;, is given by EqLIl, while thé ;v -dependentvox is given by EqCIb.

4 CONNECTING X-RAY AND IR

The IR is less affected by the selection effects due to olsiour
suffered by optical and X-ray, while X-ray is currently thesh ef-
ficient for selecting AGN to high redshifts. Connecting X+i@nd

IR can provide a more clear view on the evolution of AGN popula
tions. If the evolution of AGN shown in HXLF ang., which are
revealed mainly from X-ray observations, are intrinsieytshould
be shown somehow in the directly observed IRLFs of AGN.

4.1 Themid-IR LFsof type-1 and/or type-2 AGN

Since the HXLF tells us how the number density of AGN per incre
ment oflogLx changes with: and Lx, the following expression
can be used to relate HXLF to IRLKEP /d(logr L. ):

dd  d®  d(logLx)
d(logvL,)  d(logLx) d(logvL,)’

Here,d®/d(logLx) is the HXLF of AGN given in Section 211, and
L, is the luminosity at a given wavelength.

In Section 8, we have obtained the SEDs spanning from X-
ray all the way to IR for AGN with different luminosities andd-
shifts. So, the dependence of IR luminosity on hard X-rayihas-
ity, as described byl(logLx)/d(logrL,), can be obtained from
the SEDs easily. For predicting the IRLFs for total AGN (tybe
type-2), we use the average SED presented in Sddtion 3. Tte IR
of AGN is not an integrated quantity, and so much more semesiti
to the evolution trends in the HXLF and thfe than the cumula-
tive number count distribution and background spectrasitg of
AGN. Using the IRLFs for total AGN has the advantage of being
independent of the methods used to do a further classificafio
AGN, such as detailed optical emission line spectra, or aorate
measurement of X-ray absorbing column densifigs. For these
reasong, Ballantyne etlal. (2006b) suggested to use IRltFetfd
AGN to distinguish different evolution models of AGN obsaur
tion. However, the results of Ballantyne et al. (2006b) shdwhat

(20)
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the IRLFs is not very sensitive to the evolution model of AGIN o
scuration unless at much longer IR wavelengths where thagoen
inant from star formation is important.

The separated IRLFs for type-1 and type-2 AGN respectively
are expected to be much more sensitive to the overall evolut
AGN spatial density and obscuration, although a detailassifica-
tion are required. The classification of AGN into type-1 ayjokt2
involves with the problem of consistency between diffedassifi-
cation methods. However, this may be a possible key to tHa¢mo
of the evolution of AGN obscuration, since inconsistenssifica-
tion methods will directly result in very different conclaas for
the evolution of AGN obscuration. By separating the IRLF#hat
for type-1 and type-2 AGN, the intrinsic evolution of AGN atfed
variations just resulted from the evolution of AGN obscimatcan
be investigated in more detail and possibly clarified. Fenrtore,
by considering the IRLFs for type-1 and type-2 AGN sepayateé
modeling of AGN SEDs can be further constrained. So, it winald
more fruitful to separate the IRLFs of AGN into that for typexnd
type-2, respectively. This may provide a more useful toeiplore
the properties of obscuring medium around different tyge&saN.

The separated IRLFs of type-1 and type-2 AGN are given as,

dd, 4 d(logLx)
_ 1 — fo(logLx, 2)) v O82X) (59
Aoz Ly) ~ d(logly + ~ f2Uoslx 2D qae sy (21)
and
AP, 4 d(logLx)
- logLx, z) —08%X). 22
Aoz L)~ dlogby 208t A qaogry 22

wheref:(logLx, z) is the fraction of type-2 AGN. We use the type-
1 SED presented in Sectibh 3 to predict the IRLFs of type-1 AGN
while using the type-2 SED to predict the IRLFs of type-2 AGN.

5 RESULTS

In this section, we present the predicted mid-IR LFs forliayae-

1 and type-2 AGN, respectively. The SEDs of AGN used to obtain
the X-ray to IR luminosity relation are computed by assunmang
constanta.x = —1.4, and Lyv-dependentR;, as described by
Eq.[17. We leave the discussion bf;v-dependenty.x in Section

[6. The results for all combinations of HXLF as given in Seci#Zol
and different evolution models of AGN obscuration as giveSéc-
tion[2.2 are presented and then compared with the measuigmen
of mid-IR LFs of AGN currently available, respectively. 8awe
are mainly interested in finding out much obvious trendsrgpie
gualitative comparison by eye rather than a much detailédgﬁ,

is taken here.

5.1 Themid-IR LFsof total AGN

In Figs[3 and®, the predicted rest-frate and15 um LF for to-

tal AGN are shown. In each panel, the results are predicted ém
evolution model of HXLF and six evolution models of AGN obscu
ration as discussed in Sectibn]2.2. The observationaltsesaed

for comparison are frorn_Fu etlal. (2010). They used highityual
Sitzer 7 — 38 um spectra to cleanly separate star formation and
AGN in individual galaxies for 24 um flux-limited sample of
galaxies at ~ 0.7, and decomposed the mid-IR LFs between star
formation and AGN.

3 Much more careful considerations of the covariance betwssnts or
systemic errors are not included as well.

As can be clearly seen in Figsl 5 6, our results agree
with that of Fu et al.[(2010), Matute etlal. (2006) and Hoplghal.
(2007) reasonably. These general agreements show thatetire m
ods we have used to model the SEDs of AGN and to predict corre-
sponding mid-IR LFs from HXLF are basically reasonable.pe
ically, different evolution models of HXLF give very simileesults
at8.0 pm and15 pm. However, different evolution models of AGN
obscuration are distinguishableldt ;m, while not at8.0 pym. As
shown in Fid'6, the results a6 um are divided into two groups,
corresponding to using models fram Ballantyne et al. (20@6al
using models constructed according to recent results oindgas
(2008), respectively. The results predicted by using theution
models of AGN obscuration from Ballantyne et al. (2006a)iar
better agreement with the measurements of Ful et al. [(2000than
results from other authors, especially at the relative drighmi-
nosities. It seems that the evolution of AGN obscurationteatéer
described by the models lof Ballantyne et al. (2006a) at thshié
and luminosity ranges covered by the measurements of Fu et al
(2010), i.ez <1andvL, (8.0 um,15 um) < 10"2L.

5.2 Themid-IR LFsof type-1 AGN and type-2 AGN

As mentioned above, it is more fruitful to separate the nitd-Fs

to that for type-1 and type-2 AGN, respectively. Here, wespre

the mid-IR LFs for type-1 and type-2 AGN and then compare them
with the mid-IR observational results of Brown et al. (20@&d
Matute et al.|(2006), respectively.

521 The8.0 umLF of type-1 AGN

From a sample consisting of 292 um sources brighter than 1 mJy
selected frongpitzer MIPS survey, Brown et al. (2006) have deter-
mined the rest-fram&.0 um LF for type-1 quasars with < z < 5
and1.5 < z < 2.5, respectively._Ballantyne etlal. (2006b) used
these results (in their Fig. 13), but compared them with tlee p
dicted mid-IR LFs for total AGN. Despite this, they found thiae
predicted and measured LFs show a surprising agreementigAs s
gested by Brown et al. (2006), if the fraction of obscuredsgus
decreases rapidly with increasing luminosity, the typasdsgr LF
given by them would appropriate the LF of all quasars at tigl-hi
est luminosities. However, if there are indeed very few t{2p&GN

at very high luminosities, and the type-1 AGN LF provide gapd
proximation of the total LF at the high luminosities, theistivould

be an important constraint for the evolution of AGN obsdorat
at high luminosities. This important information was ndtyfwti-
lized in the method of Ballantyne etial. (2006b). So, it wohkl
more reasonable and fruitful to predict the mid-IR LFs fofyon
type-1 AGN from different evolution models of HXLF and obscu
ration of AGN, and then compare them with the measurements of
Brown et al.|[(2006).

In Fig.[d, we present the predicted rest-frat@ um LF of
type-1 AGN atz = 1.5,2.0, and2.5, and compare them with
the measurements lof Brown et al. (2006). As expected, thitses
predicted from different evolution models of AGN obscuvatare
more distinguishable when the rest-frage um LF for only type-

1 AGN, instead of total AGN, are used. The rest-fragrieum LF

of type-1 AGN predicted from different choices of HXLF terw t
underestimate the number of AGN as measured by Brown et al.
(2006), and no matter which evolution model of AGN obscurati

is used. Surprisingly, using the HXLF bf Ueda et al. (2003uie

in a better agreement with the measurements of Brown etGD6(2

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASD0O, 000—000
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Figure 5. Rest-frame8.0 um LF for total AGN atz = 0.7 as predicted from the LDDE modeling of HXLF bf Ueda et al. (2PCEbrero et &l.| (2009),
Aird et all (201D), and the LADE modeling of HXLF of Aird et|dR010), respectively. At each panel, the results for sixugian models off2 are presented.
The blue lines show the results for the three evolution modélfz given byl Ballantyne et all (2006a), who constrained thewtian of fy by fitting to
the shape of CXRB spectrum and X-ray number counts. The slastted-doted, long dashed-doted, and doted lines showeshtsrfor the ‘f21’, ‘f2_2’,
and ‘f2.3’ evolution models, respectively. The red lines show thaiits for the three evolution models @ given byl Hasinger (2008) from direct X-ray
observations of the evolution of type-2 AGN fraction. Hete short-dashed, long-dashed, and solid lines show tidigder the 2.4', f2_5’, and ‘f2_6’
evolution models, respectively. The data points arestieum IRS-decomposed AGN LF of Fu et &l. (2010)zatv 0.7. The green dot-dashed lines show
the obscuration-corrected AGN bolometric LH of Hopkinsle{2007) (taken from_Fu et al. (2010)). The purple solid $irehow the LF for total AGN of
Matute et al.|(2006) as combined and converte.toum atz ~ 0.7 by|Fu et al.|(2010).
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Figure 6. Similar to Fig.[, but for thel5 um LF. The AGN obscuration evolution models|of Ballantynele{2006b) give better agreements with the
measurements df Fu et al. (2010), Matute et al. (2006), aamdetbults of Hopkins et al. (2007).

than using all the more recent HXLF measurements. The sesult even at: = 0.1. Similar to that shown in Fi]7, these results show
shown here may have, to some extent, confirmed the cregibflit that the mid-IR LFs predicted from HXLF tend to underestiadat
widely used results of Ueda et/al. (2003). However, this ney j the number of the most IR-luminous AGN, and become significan

be a coincidence, since more recent observational detafiomof atz > 1.

HXLF are generally expected to be more accurate. More redden Fig.[@ presents the rest-framié pum LF of type-2 AGN at
conclusions can only be obtained from comparisons withrathe z = 0.05 and 0.35. As mentioned by Matute etal. (2006), the
dependent measurements. observational determination of the rest-fraitfepm LF of type-2

AGN is much poorer than that of type-1 AGN. So, their measure-
ment of the density of type-2 AGN can only be considered as a

522 Thel5 umLF of type-1/type-2 AGN lower limit. However, as can be seen in Fiy. 9, the resultdipted
From a sample of AGN selectedidt pm (ISO) andl2 um (IRAS), from the AGN obscuration evolution models that are cons¢dic
Matute et al.[(2006) measured the rest-fratieum LF of type-1 according to the results of Hasinger (2008) tend to undenase

and type-2 AGN, which are classified based on their opticatsp, even the number of type-2 AGN currently measured. Due to the

separately. In Figg]8 arid 9, we show the predicted restefreim much bigger uncertainties in the measurements of thend & F of
um LF for type-1 AGN and type-2 AGN and compare them with type-2 AGN, more definitive conclusions cannot be drawn.
the results of Matute et al. (2006).

Fig.[8 presents the rest-frarh® um LF of type-1 AGN at: =
0.1 and1.2. As can be glearly seen, the predicted results shqw réd- ¢ b scUSSION
sonable agreements with the measurements of Matute e08b)2
However, it is also clear, especially at= 1.2, that the predicted By separating the mid-IR LFs of AGN to that for type-1 and type
IRLFs tend to underestimate the number of the most IR-lumsno 2 AGN respectively, the modeling of AGN SEDs, the evolutidn o
type-1 AGN, which is independent of the choices of the evolu- LFsand obscuration of AGN can be further constrained. Thalte
tion of HXLF and obscuration. Interestingly, the measunatsat presented in the Sectibh 5 show that the mid-IR LFs predicted
z = 0.1 can be basically explained by the results predicted from HXLF tend to underestimate the number of the most IR-luménou
most HXLFs. The only exception is the result predicted frotlat  AGN, despite of the general agreements between predicéinds
HXLF of |Aird et all (2010) modeled with LADE, which signifi- measurements. This is independent of the choices of thetewol
cantly underestimated the number of the most IR-Luminou®NAG  models of HXLF and obscuration of AGN, and even more obvious
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Figure 7. Rest-frame8.0 um LF for type-1 AGN atz = 1.5, 2.0, and2.5 as predicted from the LDDE modeling of HXLF lof Ueda et @al. (2DEbrero et &l.
(2009), Aird et al. [(2010), and the LADE modeling of HXLF |ofréliet al. (2010), respectively. At each panel, the resultssio evolution models off2
are presented with line styles and colours that are the sarireRig.[5. The data points show the measuetipm LF of type-1 quasars as determined by
Brown et al. (2006) from a sample consists of 292um sources brighter than 1 mJy and selected f&pitzer MIPS survey. The black solid points denote
the result for objects over the redshift ranige: z < 5, and the green triangles for those witly < z < 2.5. All the results predicted from HXLF, especially
those recently presented, tend to underestimate the nushiiRduminous AGN, independent of the choices of the evolubf HXLF and obscuration.
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Figure 9. Similar to Fig[8, but for type-2 AGN at = 0.05, and0.35. The data points are the measutédum LF of type-2 AGN determined by Matute et al.
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by their optical spectra. The measurement of the mid-IR LEypé-2 AGN is much poorer than that of type-1 AGN, and thefis much harder to be
explained. However, the results predicted from the AGN olatton evolution model constructed according to the tssaf|Hasinger (2008) are below even

the current measurements.

for the HXLFs recently proposed. Meanwhile, this trend seat
significant for AGN withz < 1 and/or less luminous at IR.

Here, we discuss some possible explanations for this con-
tradiction between HXLFs and mid-IR LFs. Firstly, this mag b
caused by the missing fraction of AGN, especially those heav
ily obscured Compton-thick AGN that cannot be detected by cu
rent X-ray observations. Recently, Fu et al. (2010) congéneir
mid-infrared spectroscopic selection with other AGN idfécation
methods and concluded that only half of the mid-infrarecctpe
scopically selected AGN were detected in X-ray. Howeveteraf
considering this we find that it only result in a slight impeovent
to the prediction of IRLFs from HXLF. Furthermore, this expéh-
tion needs a larger fraction of missing AGN at the high-luosiity
end, which is in contradiction with the general expectatibat
AGN dominate in the most IR-luminous sources.

Secondly, the contribution of star formation in AGN host to
mid-IR, which has not been considered yet, may be important.
this is important, the X-ray to mid-IR relation used to patanid-

IR LFs from HXLFs in Sectiof 5 needs to be corrected signifi-
cantly. This is particularly important for sources that ac¢ spa-
tially resolved, or with intensive star formation near thelear re-
gion (Lutz et all 2004; Horst et ial. 2008). We find that if thed
bution of star formation in the host 0 pm and15 pm emission
are comparable to the reprocessed nuclear emissiorg.them
and15 pym LF predicted from HXLF can be consistent with cor-
responding mid-IR measurements. Currently, it is stilficifit to
separate the contribution of star formation and AGN to thens-
sion of galaxies, especially in systems where the two areeoas
ble and their additive effects are non-linelar (Hopkins £2810).
Especially, the relative fractions of their contributidosnid-IR are
likely to be different in different kinds of galaxies, and ynzhange
with both luminosity and redshift of the source. Howeveeretor
powerfully star-forming quasars, the contribution of $tamation

to mid-IR is small [(Netzer et al. 2007). So, the possible KGbat
tion of star formation to mid-IR is not likely the main reasfuon
the contradiction.

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASD00, 000—-000

Thirdly, the contradiction found in Sectiéd 5 may represent
limitations in the torus model used so far. Although the sim-
ple torus model inherited from Ballantyne et al. (2006b) basn
well tested, the distribution and composition of the obwwr
medium around AGN are still very uncertain. Meanwhile, this
CLOUDY based torus model essentially assume a smooth dis-
tribution of dusty obscuring medium. Recently, a clumpytrilis
bution of dusty obscuring medium is suggested by some atthor
(Nenkova et all_2002; Honig etlal. 2006). These authors heve
cently proposed sophisticated clumpy torus models (Neskd\al.
2008¢c,b| Honig et al. 2010; Honig & Kishimoto 2010) thag @m
a better agreement with current IR observations of AGN. tnfo
tunately, these clumpy torus models mainly give the IR eimiss
properties of AGN, while the self-consistent hard X-raypgeuy is
not presented. To give the X-ray to mid-IR luminosity rattbat
are more comparable to the observational results of Mullabal.
(2011), we have made some improvements to the original torus
model of Ballantyne et all (2006b). However, the improvediso
model still have some limitations, which is worth additibatforts
but is beyond the scope of this paper.

Finally, as shown in Sectidn_3.3, the anticorrelation betwve
aox and Lyv, which has been found by many observations, is im-
portant for giving X-ray to mid-IR luminosity ratios thateamore
comparable to the resultiof Mullaney et al. (2011). Here, resent
the results obtained by assuming. = —1.5 instead of the typi-
cal value of—1.4 as used in Sectidd 5. As can be seen in Higk. 10
and[11, the mid-IR LFs measurements_of Brown et al. (2006) and
Matute et al.|(2006) can now be explained much better by the re
sults predicted from the HXLFs recently proposed, esplgdiaat
of [Ebrero et al.[(2009). On the other hand, it is interestmga-
tice the dramatical difference between the results in Ei@sand
[I1. The8.0 um LF measurement of Brown etlal. (2006) is for Iu-
minous quasars with > 1, while the15 pm LF of [Matute et al.
(2006) is mainly for Seyferts at much lower luminosities aed-
shifts. While the results &.0 pm favor the obscuration evolution
models constructed according to the resulis of Hasing@dRohe
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Figure 11. Similar to Fig[8, but nowx.x is assumed to have a smaller value-of.5 at z = 1.2 instead of the typical value of 1.4 as used in Section
B At z = 1.2, it is clear that the results at highest luminosities havenblargely improved. Now, the AGN obscuration evolution misdoroposed by
Ballantyne et &l.|(2006a) seems more favored. However, hage ofaox is not required at = 0.1, unless the LADE modeling of HXLF af Aird et al.
(2010) is used.

results atl5 um nevertheless give more supports to the models actions |(Hutchings 1937; Disney ef al. 1995; Bahcall et 807t
proposed by Ballantyne etlal. (2006a). Kirhakos et al. 1999), while there are little observatiogatences

These results imply that the obscuration of quasars are dif- fOr 1€SS luminous Seyfert galaxies being associated wittgere

ferent from that of Seyferts. Luminous quasars often aageci (Laurikainen & Salc 1995, Schmitt 2001; Grogin etial. 2008).
with galaxy major mergers_(Canalizo & Stockton 2001) or linte the evolution and fueling mechanisms of quasars are vefgrdif
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ent from that of lower luminosity Seyfert galaxies, it is una to
expect that the distribution and evolution of the obscurmegium
around them are very different. As pointed oul by Ballantghal.
(2006b), the dusty mediums obscuring luminous quasarskaitg |
distributed in a larger scale and linked to the starbursoregvhile
lower luminous quasars and Seyferts are obscured by corgmonl
suggested compact torus located at much smaller scale.

7 SUMMARY

We have presented a detailed comparison betweeh the0 keV
HXLFs and mid-IR LFs of AGN. The combination of hard X-ray
and mid-IR provide complementary views for understandimg t
evolution of LFs and obscuration of AGN and their co-evalnti
with galaxies. Four measurements of the HXLF of AGN have been
collected from the literatures for comparison. A simple el
tested torus model, which is based on photoionization adidtige
transfer code CLOUDY, is then employed to model the composit
X-ray to IR SEDs for AGN with different luminosities and red-
shifts. In the modeling of SEDs, we have assumed six evalutio
models of AGN obscuration, which are constrained by the CXRB
(Ballantyne et &l. 2006a), or constructed according torrediect
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results of Mullaney et all (2011). Meanwhile, with some sest
find that the anticorrelation between, and Lyv is important for
making the X-ray to mid-IR luminosity ratios closer to theués
of[Mullaney et al.|(2011). Interestingly, a smalles,. improves the
prediction of the highEir end of the IRLFs significantly at the
same time.

Finally, with all the improvements mentioned above, we find
that the HXLFs and IRLFs of AGN can be more consistent with
each other if the obscuration mechanisms of quasars anergeyf
are assumed to be different. This is consistent with the iat
the obscuration mechanism of luminous quasars dominatimgla
redshifts are very different from that of less luminous ®etgf dom-
inating at lower redshifts, corresponding to their differgiggering
and fueling mechanisms. However, current measurementiseof t
IRLFs of AGN are not accurate enough to allow a more complete
understanding to this by employing the method presentes] Bere
to this limitation, the conclusions drawn here need to beetkfir-
ther when better measurements of IRLFs are available.

More accurate measurements of the IRLFs of AGN, especially
those determined at smaller redshift bins and more acdyisep-
arated to that for type-1 and type-2, are very helpful for aeno
complete understanding of the evolution of LFs and obsmirat
of AGN. Based on the observations of newly launched IR space

measurement (Hasinger 2008). The model SEDs of AGN have beentelescope such &pitzer, Herschel and forthcominglames Webb

tested against the observational relations between Ximdynad-

IR luminosity of AGN recently given by Mullaney etlal. (2011)
The mid-IR LFs predicted from different combinations of the-
lution models of HXLF and obscuration of AGN are compared
with the measurements of AGN mid-IR LFs given|by Brown et al.
(2006) | Matute et all (2006), and Fu et al. (2010), respelstiBy
predicting mid-IR LFs for type-1 AGN, type-2 AGN, and total
AGN from HXLF, and comparing them with corresponding obser-
vational results respectively, the evolution of LFs andooipation

of AGN can be further understood.

We find that the mid-IR LFs predicted from HXLFs tend to
underestimate the number of the most IR-luminous AGN, wfdch
independent of the evolution model of AGN obscuration. We di
cussed possible explanations for this contradiction. Iy ipartly
due to the missing fraction of Compton-thick AGN that haverbe
predicted by the synthesis model of CXRB, but systematicall
missed by current X-ray observations. However, we find that t
underestimation to the number of the most IR-luminous AGi ca
not be eliminated even an extreme assumption, which claiats t
only half of the mid-infrared spectroscopically selecte@Mare
detected in current X-ray observations, is employed.

We conclude that the contradiction mainly result from lim-
itations in the modeling of the composite X-ray to IR SEDs of
AGN. A possible reason is the contribution of star formaiiothe
AGN host to mid-IR, which has not been considered yet. We find
that the contribution of star formation to ti80 pym and 15 pm
emission need to be comparable with that of reprocesseaarucl
emission and even more in the most IR-Luminous sourcesno eli
inate the contradiction. However, the contribution of dtama-
tion in AGN host to mid-IR is not likely so large but actualle-d
creases with increasinfir. On the other hand, the contradiction
may represent limitations in the torus model employed. tézar
that the torus model are further constrained to give theipgce-
diction of mid-IR LFs for type-1 and type-2 AGN, respectivel
We have made some improvements to the original torus model of
Ballantyne et al.| (2006b), such as a different handling ef dff-
fuse emission and.yv-dependent?;,, to give the X-ray to mid-
IR luminosity ratios that are more comparable to the obsienval

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASD00, 000—-000

Soace Telescope (JWST), better measurements of the IRLFs of
AGN are expected. These measurements will largely improve o
understanding of the evolution of LFs and obscuration of AsBid
their co-evolution with galaxies.
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