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ABSTRACT

We present the results of a systematic, broadband X-ray spectral analysis of nearby active galactic nuclei
(AGNs) with the X-ray clumpy torus model (XCLUMPY; Tanimoto et al. 2019). By adding 16 AGNs newly
analyzed in this paper, we study total 28 AGNs including unabsorbed and absorbed AGNs taken from Ichikawa
et al. (2015) and Garcı́a-Bernete et al. (2019). This is the largest sample whose X-ray and infrared spectra are
analyzed by the clumpy torus models XCLUMPY and CLUMPY (Nenkova et al. 2008a,b), respectively. The
relation between the Eddington ratio and the torus covering factor determined from the X-ray torus parameters
of each object follows the trend found by Ricci et al. (2017a) based on a statistical analysis. We confirm the
results by Tanimoto et al. (2020) that (1) the torus angular widths determined by the infrared data are larger than
those by the X-ray data and that (2) the ratios of the hydrogen column density to V-band extinction (NH/AV)
along the line of sight in obscured AGNs are similar to the Galactic value on average. Unobscured AGNs show
apparently smaller line-of-sight NH/AV ratios than the Galactic one. Our findings can be well explained by an
updated unified picture of AGN structure including a dusty torus, dusty polar outflows, and dust-free gas, where
the inclination determines the X-ray and optical classifications and observed torus properties in the X-ray and
infrared bands.

Keywords: Active galactic nuclei (16), Astrophysical black holes (98), High energy astrophysics (739), Seyfert
galaxies (1447), Supermassive black holes (1663), X-ray active galactic nuclei (2035)

1. INTRODUCTION

To reveal the structure of an active galactic nucleus (AGN)
“torus”, which surrounds the accreting supermassive black
hole (SMBH), is indispensable to understand AGN feed-
back and feeding processes and thereby the origin of galaxy-
SMBH co-evolution (see e.g., Ramos Almeida & Ricci 2017
for a recent review). The torus consists of dusty gas, which
absorbs radiation from the nucleus and produces reprocessed
emission. Comparison of X-ray and infrared spectra of an
AGN gives us an important insight into the nature of the torus
(e.g., Ricci et al. 2014; Baloković et al. 2018). In X-rays,
the torus produces a reflection component accompanied by
narrow fluorescence lines such as Fe Kα at 6.4 keV. X-rays
trace all material including gas and dust over a wide range of
temperature, and hence are useful to probe the overall matter
distribution around the SMBH. Whereas, the infrared data
carry information on the properties of dust, which mainly
emits blackbody radiation with a temperature of <1500 K.
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Thus, by combining the X-ray and infrared spectra, we can
investigate both gas and dust properties. In such studies, it is
desirable to apply self-consistent models to both X-ray and
infrared data in terms of the torus geometry.

Many studies indicate that an AGN torus is not smooth but
has a clumpy structure (see Tanimoto et al. 2019). To anal-
yse X-ray spectra of AGNs, Tanimoto et al. (2019) have de-
veloped XCLUMPY, an X-ray spectral model from a clumpy
torus based on the Monte Carlo simulation for Astrophysics
and Cosmology (MONACO: Odaka et al. 2016) framework
(see also Buchner et al. 2019 for a similar work , who assume
the torus geometry like that of Tanimoto et al. 2019). The
definition of clump distribution in XCLUMPY is the same as
that in the CLUMPY (Nenkova et al. 2008a,b) model, which
has been intensively used to analyse the infrared spectra of
AGNs (Alonso-Herrero et al. 2011; Ichikawa et al. 2015;
Garcı́a-Bernete et al. 2019; Miyaji et al. 2019); clumps are
distributed according to power-law and normal profiles in the
radial and angular directions, respectively. This enables us to
directly compare the results obtained from X-ray data with
XCLUMPY and those from infrared data with CLUMPY,
and hence constrain the geometry of gas and dust distribu-
tions. In these models, the number density function d(r, θ, φ)
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in units of pc−3, where r is radius, θ is polar angle, and φ
is azimuth, is represented in the spherical coordinate system
as:

d(r, θ, φ) = N

(
r

rin

)−1/2

exp

(
− (θ − π/2)2

σ2

)
. (1)

where N is the normalization, rin is the inner radius of the
torus, and σ is the torus angular width. In XCLUMPY, the
inner and outer radii of the torus, the radius of each clump,
the number of clumps along the equatorial plane, and the in-
dex of radial density profile, are fixed at 0.05 pc, 1.00 pc,
0.002 pc, 10.0 and 0.50, respectively (Tanimoto et al. 2019).
It has three variable torus parameters: hydrogen column den-
sity along the equatorial plane (NEqu

H ), torus angular width
(σX), and inclination angle (iX).

Utilizing XCLUMPY, several authors analyzed broad-
band X-ray spectra of nearby AGNs: Ogawa et al. (2019)
for IC 4329A and NGC 7469 (unobscured AGNs), Tan-
imoto et al. (2019) for Circinus galaxy (obscured AGN),
Yamada et al. (2020) for UGC 2608 and NGC 5135 (ob-
scured AGNs in luminous infrared galaxies), and Tanimoto
et al. (2020) for 10 obscured AGNs (IC 5063, NGC 2110,
NGC 3227, NGC 3281, NGC 5506, NGC 5643, NGC 5728,
NGC 7172, NGC 7582, NGC 7674). All of these objects
except UGC 2608 are selected from Ichikawa et al. (2015),
who studied their infrared spectra with the CLUMPY code.
Ogawa et al. (2019) reported that the AGN tori in IC 4329A
and NGC 7469 were dust-rich compared with the Galactic
intersteller medium (ISM), by estimating the ratios of the
hydrogen column density (NH) to V-band extinction (AV).
Comparing the X-ray and infrared results of 12 absorbed
AGNs (including Circinus galaxy and NGC 5135), Tanimoto
et al. (2020) found that the torus angular widths determined
from the infrared spectra are systematically larger than those
from the X-ray data, and suggested that this may be explained
by contribution from dusty polar outflows to the observed in-
frared flux. They also confirmed that a significant fraction
of AGNs has dust-rich circumnuclear environments. How-
ever, the samples used in the previous studies are still limited
in size, in order to construct a unified view of AGN tori by
interpreting the results self-consistently. In particular, includ-
ing more unobscured (type-1) AGNs to the sample is critical,
because unobscured AGNs are generally viewed at lower in-
clination angles than obscured (type-2) ones and hence could
provide us with independent information on the torus struc-
ture.

In this paper, we newly analyze the broadband X-ray spec-
tra of 16 AGNs with the XCLUMPY model in a systematic
way. Combining them with the sample studied by Tanimoto
et al. (2020), we make a sample of total 28 AGNs taken
from Ichikawa et al. (2015) and Garcı́a-Bernete et al. (2019),
including 12 unobscured and 16 obscured AGNs. This is

the largest sample whose X-ray and infrared data are ana-
lyzed with XCLUMPY and CLUMPY, respectively. Our aim
is to establish a unified picture of surrounding matter (gas
and dust) around SMBHs in AGNs on the basis of com-
parison between the X-ray and infrared results. This pa-
per is organized as follows: Section 2 describes the sam-
ple selection. Sections 3 and 4 describe the data reduction
and X-ray spectral analysis for the 16 AGNs newly analyzed
in this paper. The torus properties of the combined sam-
ple (28 AGNs) are discussed in section 5. In Section 6,
we interpret our results with an updated unified picture of
AGN structure. We adopt the cosmological parameters of
(H0,Ωm,ΩΛ) = (70 km s−1 Mpc−1, 0.27, 0.73) and the
solar abundances of Anders & Grevesse (1989) throughout
the paper. Errors on spectral parameters correspond to 90%
confidence limits for a single parameter of interest.

2. SAMPLE SELECTION

Our sample finally consists of 28 AGNs taken from a com-
bined sample of Ichikawa et al. (2015) and Garcı́a-Bernete
et al. (2019)1, who utilized the CLUMPY code to fit the nu-
clear infrared spectra and derived the torus parameters (e.g.,
V-band extinction along the equatorial plane, the torus angu-
lar width, and the inclination). Among the 28 objects, 2 un-
obscured AGNs and 12 obscured AGNs come from Ichikawa
et al. (2015), and 10 unobscured and 4 obscured ones from
Garcı́a-Bernete et al. (2019)2. In this paper, we newly ana-
lyze broadband X-ray spectra of 16 AGNs (12 unobsucred
and 4 obscured AGNs) that were not analyzed in previos
works (Tanimoto et al. 2019; Yamada et al. 2020; Tanimoto
et al. 2020). Although the results of IC 4329A and NGC 7469
were already reported in Ogawa et al. (2019), we reanalyze
their X-ray spectra with a slightly different model to perform
a systematic analysis of the whole sample in a uniform way.
The sample is listed with their basic information in Table 1.

3. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

We analyze the broadband X-ray spectra of 16 AGNs that
cover the energy band from ∼0.3 keV to several tens of keV
observed with Suzaku (Mitsuda et al. 2007), XMM-Newton
(Jansen et al. 2001), and/or NuSTAR (Harrison et al. 2013).
The datasets we utilize are chosen in the following way. As
for unobscured AGNs with absorption column densities of
NH . 1022 cm−2, we only use broadband data that were

1 Among the parent sample by Ichikawa et al. (2015) and Garcı́a-Bernete
et al. (2019), we exclude NGC 1365, NGC 1386, NGC 4151, and ESO 005–
G004, which show strong X-ray spectral variability among different obser-
vations (see Ogawa et al. 2019 and Tanimoto et al. 2020). We also do
not include NGC 1068 and NGC 4945 because of their too complex X-ray
spectra, and NGC 4138 because it was not detected with the HXD.

2 NGC 3081, MCG−5–23–16, and Centaurus A are included in both papers;
we refer to Garcı́a-Bernete et al. (2019) for the infrared results.
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Table 1. Properties of the Targets

Object R.A. Decl. Redshift Opt. Class Group X-ray Ref. Infrared Ref.
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

NGC 2992 09h45m42.050s −14d19m34.98s 0.00771 1.9 Unobscured a e
MCG−5–23–16 09h47m40.156s −30d56m55.44s 0.00849 2 Unobscured a e
NGC 3783 11h39m01.762s −37d44m19.21s 0.00973 1.5 Unobscured a e
UGC 6728 11h45m16.022s +79d40m53.42s 0.00652 1.2 Unobscured a e
NGC 4051 12h03m09.614s +44d31m52.80s 0.00234 1 Unobscured a e
NGC 4395 12h25m48.862s +33d32m48.94s 0.00106 1.8 Unobscured a e
MCG−6–30–15 13h35m53.707s −34d17m43.94s 0.00775 1.2 Unobscured a e
IC 4329A 13h49m19.266s −30d18m33.97s 0.01605 1.2 Unobscured a f
NGC 6814 19h42m40.644s −10d19m24.57s 0.00521 1.5 Unobscured a e
NGC 7213 22h09m16.310s −47d09m59.80s 0.00584 1.5 Unobscured a e
NGC 7314 22h35m46.191s −26d03m01.68s 0.00476 1.9 Unobscured a e
NGC 7469 23h03m15.623s +08d52m26.39s 0.01632 1.2 Unobscured a f
NGC 2110 05h52m11.381s −07d27m22.36s 0.00779 2 Obscured b f
NGC 3081 09h59m29.539s −22d49m34.60s 0.00798 2 Obscured a e
NGC 3227 10h23m30.5790s +19d51m54.180s 0.00386 1.5 Obscured b f
NGC 3281 10h31m52.09s −34d51m13.3s 0.01067 2 Obscured b f
NGC 4388 12h25m46.747s +12d39m43.51s 0.00842 2 Obscured a e
Centaurus A 13h25m27.6152s −43d01m08.805s 0.00183 2 Obscured a e
NGC 5135 13h25m44.06s −29d50m01.2s 0.01369 2 Obscured c f
Circinus Galaxy 14h13m09.950s −65d20m21.20s 0.00145 2 Obscured d f
NGC 5506 14h13m14.892s −03d12m27.28s 0.00618 1.9 Obscured b f
NGC 5643 14h32m40.743s −44d10m27.86s 0.00400 2 Obscured b f
NGC 5728 14h42m23.897s −17d15m11.09s 0.00935 2 Obscured b f
NGC 6300 17h16m59.47s −62d49m14.0s 0.00370 2 Obscured a e
IC 5063 20h52m02.34s −57d04m07.6s 0.01135 2 Obscured b f
NGC 7172 22h02m01.891s −31d52m10.80s 0.00868 2 Obscured b f
NGC 7582 23h18m23.500s −42d22m14.00s 0.00525 2 Obscured b f
NGC 7674 23h27m56.724s +08d46m44.53s 0.02892 2 Obscured b f

NOTE— The sample is divided into two subgroups with unobscured AGNs (top) and obscured ones (bottom), respectively. (1)
Galaxy name. (2)–(3) Position (J2000) from the NASA/IPAC extragalactic database (NED). (4) Redshift from the NED. (5)
Optical AGN classification from the NED. (6) Sub-group of AGNs based on X-ray obscuration. (7) Reference for the X-ray
results delivered by the XCLUMPY model. (8) Reference for the infrared results delivered by the CLUMPY code.

References—(a) This work. (b) Tanimoto et al. (2020). (c) Yamada et al. (2020). (d) Tanimoto et al. (2019). (e) Garcı́a-Bernete
et al. (2019). (f) Ichikawa et al. (2015).

observed simultaneously (within a few days) in the energy
bands above and below 10 keV, considering their fast spec-
tral variability (see e.g., Iso et al. 2016). If NuSTAR data are
available with simultaneous Suzaku or XMM-Newton obser-
vations, we analyze NuSTAR/Focal Plane Module (FPM) data
plus Suzaku/X-ray imaging spectrometer (XIS) or XMM-
Newton/European Photon Imaging Camera (EPIC) data; oth-
erwise, we analyze Suzaku/XIS and Suzaku/Hard X-ray De-
tector (HXD) data. As for obscured AGNs, we do not re-
quire that the broadband data were simultaneously observed,

and analyze NuSTAR/FPM and Suzaku/XIS data. Since
NGC 3081 has not been observed with NuSTAR, we utilize
the Suzaku/XIS and HXD data. The observation log for the
16 AGNs analyzed in this paper is summarized in Table 2.
Details of data reduction are described below.

3.1. Suzaku

Suzaku carried four X-ray CCD cameras called the XIS,
which covered an energy band below≈10 keV. XIS 0, XIS 2,
and XIS 3 are frontside-illuminated CCDs (XIS-FI) and XIS
1 is a backside-illuminated one (XIS-BI). Suzaku also carried
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Table 2. Summary of X-ray Observations

Object Satellite ObsID Start Date (UT) End Date (UT) Exposure (ks)a

Unobscured AGNs
NGC 2992 XMM-Newton 0840920301 2019 May 09 21:17 2019 May 11 10:07 94

NuSTAR 90501623002 2019 May 10 00:51 2019 May 11 10:21 57
MCG−5–23–16 Suzaku 708021010 2013 Jun 01 22:06 2013 Jun 05 05:55 160

NuSTAR 60001046002 2013 Jun 03 08:21 2013 Jun 07 20:21 157
NGC 3783 XMM-Newton 0780861001 2016 Dec 21 08:59 2016 Dec 22 00:24 39

NuSTAR 80202006004 2016 Dec 21 10:41 2016 Dec 21 23:21 25
UGC 6728 Suzaku 704029010 2009 Jun 06 13:33 2009 Jun 07 12:18 49
NGC 4051 XMM-Newton 0830430801 2018 Nov 09 09:48 2018 Nov 10 09:02 59

NuSTAR 60401009002 2018 Nov 04 12:56 2018 Nov 11 14:46 303
NGC 4395 Suzaku 702001010 2007 Jun 02 14:30 2007 Jun 05 07:09 102
MCG−6–30–15 XMM-Newton 069378120 2013 Jan 29 12:14 2013 Jan 31 01:24 95

NuSTAR 60001047003 2013 Jan 30 00:11 2013 Feb 02 00:41 127
IC 4329A Suzaku 707025010 2012 Aug 13 02:13 2012 Aug 14 10:53 118

NuSTAR 60001045002 2012 Aug 12 16:06 2012 Aug 14 13:12 162
NGC 6814 Suzaku 706032010 2011 Nov 02 16:46 2011 Nov 03 15:18 42
NGC 7213 Suzaku 701029010 2006 Oct 22 05:34 2006 Oct 24 06:37 91
NGC 7314 XMM-Newton 0790650101 2016 May 14 13:06 2016 May 15 06:44 45

NuSTAR 60201031002 2016 May 13 12:21 2016 May 15 18:51 100
NGC 7469 XMM-Newton 0760350201 2015 Jun 12 13:36 2015 Jun 13 14:50 91

NuSTAR 60101001002 2015 Jun 12 18:41 2015 Jun 13 00:40 22
Obscured AGNs

NGC 3081 Suzaku 703013010 2008 Jun 18 21:49 2008 Jun 19 19:33 44
NGC 4388 Suzaku 800017010 2005 Dec 24 09:04 2005 Dec 27 06:00 122

NuSTAR 60061228002 2013 Dec 27 06:46 2013 Dec 27 17:26 21
Centaurus A Suzaku 708036010 2013 Aug 15 04:22 2013 Aug 15 10:14 11

NuSTAR 60001081002 2013 Aug 06 13:01 2013 Aug 07 16:06 51
NGC 6300 Suzaku 702049010 2007 Oct 17 12:20 2007 Oct 19 09:00 83

NuSTAR 60261001004 2016 Aug 24 08:31 2016 Aug 24 20:51 22

aBased on the good time interval of XIS 0 for Suzaku, EPIC-pn for XMM-Newton, and FPMA for NuSTAR.

a collimated-type instrument called the hard X-ray detec-
tor (HXD), which was sensitive to photons above ≈10 keV.
The HXD consisted of the PIN (10–70 keV) and GSO (40–
600 keV) detectors. We did not analyze any GSO data in
this paper, because most of our targets were too faint to be
detected with the GSO.

We reduced Suzaku data in a standard way, utilizing hea-
soft version 6.26.1 and calibration database (CALDB) re-
leased on 2018 October 10 (XIS) and 2011 September 13
(HXD). We reprocessed the unfiltered XIS event data with
the AEPIPELINE script. The XIS source events were ex-
tracted from a circular region with a radius of 3–4 arcmin
(depending on the source flux) centered at the source posi-
tion and the background was taken from a source-free cir-
cular region with a radius of 2–3 arcmin. For NGC 4388,

we utilized the same background spectrum as used in Shirai
et al. (2008), which was produced from the data of Arp 220
observed on 2006 January 7–9, because there was a largely
extended emission around the nucleus of NGC 4388. We
generated the response matrix file (RMF) with XISRMF-
GEN and ancillary response files (ARF) with XISSIMARF-
GEN (Ishisaki et al. 2007). The spectra of XIS-FIs were co-
added, in order to improve the statistics. We utilized only the
data of XIS-FIs, whose effective area in the iron-K band was
larger than that of XIS-BI.

The unfiltered HXD-PIN data were also reprocessed by us-
ing AEPIPELINE. We made the spectrum of the non-X-ray
background (NXB) using the “tuned” background event files



SYSTEMATIC STUDY OF AGN CLUMPY TORI 5

(Fukazawa et al. 2009)3. We added a simulated spectrum of
the cosmic X-ray background to the spectrum of NXB. In
the spectral analysis, only the 16–40 keV range was utilized,
where the source flux is ensured to be brighter than 3% of the
NXB level (the maximum systematic error in the 15–70 keV
range; Fukazawa et al. 2009).

3.2. XMM-Newton

XMM-Newton carries three X-ray CCD cameras, one
EPIC/pn and two EPIC/MOS cameras. We did not use the
data of MOS cameras, which have much smaller effective
area than the pn camera. We analyzed the pn data using the
Science Analysis Software (SAS) version 17.0.0 and calibra-
tion file (CCF) released on 2018 June 22. We reprocessed the
data with the EPPROC script. The source spectra were ex-
tracted from a circular region with a radius of 40 arcsec cen-
tered at the source peak, and the background from a source-
free circular region with a 50 arcsec radius in the same CCD
chip. The RMF and ARF were generated with RMFGEN and
ARFGEN, respectively.

3.3. NuSTAR

NuSTAR carries two FPMs (FPMA and FPMB), which
cover an energy range of 3–79 keV. The FPMs data were an-
alyzed with HEAsoft v6.26.1 and CALDB released on 2019
October 12. The spectra were extracted from a circular re-
gion with a 50–75 arcsec radius (depending on the source
flux) centered at the source peak, and the background was
taken from a nearby source-free circular region with a 60–75
arcsec radius. The source spectra, background spectra, RMF,
and ARF of the two FPMs are combined with the ADDAS-
CASPEC.

4. X-RAY SPECTRAL ANALYSIS

We perform a simultaneous spectral fit to the Suzaku/XIS
(0.5–10 keV), Suzaku/HXD-PIN (16–40 keV), XMM-
Newton/EPIC-pn (0.3–10 keV), and/or NuSTAR/FPMs (3–
70 keV) spectra. The combination of the spectra we adopt
depends on each target, as explained in Section 3. The spec-
tra folded with the energy responses are plotted in the left
sides of Figure 1 and 2 for unobscured and obscured AGNs,
respectively. Different spectral models are adopted for un-
obscured and obscured AGNs. In both cases, we utilize
the XCLUMPY model to represent the reflection component
from the torus. The details of the models are described below.

4.1. Model 1: Unobscured AGNs

3 Since the background event file for the NGC 6814 observation seems to
contain an unignorable systematic error, we utilized the night-earth occul-
tation data as the NXB for this target.

A typical broadband X-ray spectrum of an unobscured
AGN consists of (1) a direct component from the nucleus,
which is well represented by a power-law with an exponen-
tial high energy cutoff, (2) reflection components from the
accretion disk (if any) and torus accompanied by fluores-
cence emission lines, and (3) a soft excess component. The
spectrum is often subject to absorption by ionized (warm)
and/or cold gas in the line of sight. To explain a hump
structure peaked around 30 keV and an apparently broad
iron-K emission line feature, two major distinct models have
been proposed: one invoking a strong relativistic reflection
component from the inner accretion disk (e.g., Tanaka et al.
1995) and the other invoking variable partial absorbers (e.g.,
Miyakawa et al. 2012). The discussion which model is phys-
ically correct has long been controversial. This paper does
not aim to answer this long-standing question, because our
main goal is to constrain the torus structure. In fact, Ogawa
et al. (2019) obtained similar results on the torus parameters
by adopting either of the two models.

For simplicity, in this paper, we adopt the latter model (par-
tial covering model). The whole model for unbscured AGNs
is expressed in the XSPEC (Arnaud 1996) terminology as
follows (Model 1):

Model 1 = const ∗ phabs

∗ (zphabs ∗ cabs ∗WA ∗WA ∗WA

∗ (zcutoffpl + compTT)

+ atable{xclumpy R.fits}+ atable{xclumpy L.fits}
+ zgauss)

(2)

(1) The const and phabs terms represent the cross-
calibration constant (C) and the Galactic absorption,
respectively. When we analyze NuSTAR data, we set
C = 1 for the XIS-FI or EPIC-pn data as the refer-
ence, and make it free for the NuSTAR/FPMs. That for
the Suzaku/HXD-PIN is fixed at 1.16 or 1.18 depend-
ing on the target position in the detector coordinates,
based on the calibration using the Crab Nebula. We
fix the hydrogen column density of the Galactic ab-
sorption (NGal

H ) to the total Galactic HI and H2 value
given by Willingale et al. (2013).

(2) The zcutoffpl term represents the direct component
(cutoff power-law), the compTT term the soft excess
(thermal comptonization model by Titarchuk 1994 is
adopted). The cutoff energy is fixed at 300 keV, a
canonical value for nearby AGNs (Dadina 2008). The
photoelectric absorption and Compton scattering are
taken into account with the zphabs and cabs models,
respectively. Its line-of-sight column density (NLOS

H )
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is self-consistently determined by the torus parameters
with the equation:

NLOS
H = NEqu

H exp

(
− (iX − 90◦)2

σX
2

)
. (3)

Note that this condition was not considered in the anal-
ysis of Ogawa et al. (2019). Adopting the model by Iso
et al. (2016), we consider three layers of absorption by
ionized matter (WA), one is a full absorber and two
are partial absorbers. To model the ionized absorbers,
we generate a table model by running XSTAR version
2.54a (Kallman & Bautista 2001; Bautista & Kallman
2001) for different values of the ionization parame-
ter (ξ) and hydrogen column density (NH). We adopt
the same grid as that used by Miyakawa et al. (2012),
where ξ and NH range over 0.1 < log ξ/erg cm s−1 <

5 and 20 < logNH/cm−2 < 25 with 20 logarith-
mic intervals, respectively. We assume that the ion-
ized gas has the solar abundances, a temperature of
105 K, a density of 1012 cm−3, and a turbulent veloc-
ity of 200 km s−1, and that the incident spectrum is a
power-law with a photon index of 2.0.

(3) The table models (atable{xclumpy R.fits} and at-
able{xclumpy L.fits}) correspond to the reflection
continuum and fluoresence emission lines from the
torus, respectively, based on the XCLUMPY model.
The parameters are the power-law normalization at 1
keV, photon index, cutoff energy, equatorial hydro-
gen column density (NEqu

H ), torus angular width (σX),
and inclination angle (iX). We link the photon index,
normalization, and cutoff energy to those of the di-
rect component. In unobscured AGNs, the observed
equvalent width of the narrow iron-Kα line mainly
constrains the torus parameters (Ogawa et al. 2019).
To avoid degeneracy among them, we fix iX at 45◦ for
all objects as a typical value of unobscured AGNs (see
Appendix B).

(4) The zgauss term represents an additional emission
line feature bellow 1 keV.

4.2. Model 2: Obscured AGNs

We adopt the same spectral model as in Tanimoto et al.
(2020) for obscured AGNs. Compared with Model 1, we

ignore ionized absorbers because absorption by the torus is
dominant. Instead, we consider (1) an unabsorbed scattered
component by a surrounding gas of the power-law continuum
and (2) optically-thin thermal emission from the host galaxy,
both of which become unignorable at low energy bands. This
model (Model 2) is expressed in the XSPEC terminology as
follows:

Model 2 = const1 ∗ phabs

∗ (const2 ∗ zphabs ∗ cabs ∗ zcutoffpl

+ const3 ∗ zcutoffpl + atable{xclumpy R.fits}
+ const4 ∗ atable{xclumpy L.fits}+ apec)

(4)

(1) The const1 and phabs terms represent the cross-
calibration constant and the Galactic absorption, re-
spectively (the same as in Model 1; see Section 4.1).

(2) The zcutoffpl term represents the direct component.
The const2 factor accounts for its possible time
variability between two different observation epochs,
which is fixed to unity for Suzaku/XIS. The zphabs
* cabs represents the photoelectric absorption and
Compton scattering by the torus, whose line-of-sight
column density is determined by equation 3.

(3) The const3 factor gives the scattering fraction (fscat).
The parameters of zcutoffpl are linked to those of the
direct component.

(4) The table models of XCLUMPY (atable{xclumpy R
.fits} and const4 * atable{xclumpy L.fits}) corre-
spond to the reflection continuum and emission line
components from the torus, respectively. To account
for possible systematic uncertainties (due to the sim-
plified assumption of the geometry and metal abun-
dances), const4 is multiplied to the latter table. The
photon index, normalization, and cutoff energy are
linked to those of the direct component. The values
of NEqu

H , σX ,and iX are left free.

(5) The apec term represents optically thin thermal emis-
sion from the host galaxy. In NGC 3081 and
NGC 4388, two different temperature components are
required.
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Figure 1. Left: Observed broadband spectra of the unobscured AGNs folded with the energy responses. The best-fit models are overplotted.
In the upper panels, the spectra of Suzaku/XIS (orange crosses), Suzaku/HXD-PIN (red crosses), XMM-Newton/EPIC-pn (blue crosses), and
NuSTAR/FPMs (purple crosses) are plotted. Solid curves represent the best-fit models. In the lower panels, the fitting residuals in units of 1σ
error are shown. Right: The best-fit models in units of EIE (where IE is the energy flux at the energy E). The solid lines show the total
(black), direct component (red), reflection continuum from the torus (blue), emission lines from the torus (light blue), soft excess (orange), and
additional emission line (purple).
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Figure 1. Continued.
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Figure 1. Continued.
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Figure 1. Continued.
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Figure 2. Left: Observed broadband spectra of obscured AGNs folded with the energy responses. The best-fit models are overplotted. In
the upper panels, the spectra of Suzaku/XIS (orange crosses), Suzaku/HXD-PIN (red crosses), and NuSTAR/FPMs (purple crosses) are plotted.
Solid curves represent the best-fit models. In the lower panels, the fitting residuals in units of 1σ error are shown. Right: The best-fit models in
units of EIE (where IE is the energy flux at the energy E). The solid lines show the total (black), direct component (red), reflection continuum
from the torus (blue), emission lines from the torus (light blue), optically thin thermal plasma (orange and magenta), and scattered component
(purple).
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4.3. Fitting Results

We find that Model 1 and Model 2 give a fairly good de-
scription of the broadband spectra of all objects (χ2

red < 1.3).
Tables 3 and 4 summarize the best-fit parameters of the un-
obscured and obscured AGNs, respectively. On the left sides
of Figures 1 and 2, we overplot the best-fit models folded
with the energy responses and their residuals from the data.
The right sides of Figures 1 and 2 plot the best-fit models
in units of EI(E) (where I(E) is the energy flux) for un-
obscured and obscured AGNs, respectively. Table 5 lists
the best-estimated intrinsic luminosities and Eddington ratios
with adopted black hole masses. Here, we define the Edding-
ton luminosity as LEdd = 1.26 × 1038(MBH/M�) erg s−1,
and convert the 2–10 keV luminosities to bolometric ones
with a correction factor of 20.

Since all of our targets are nearby and bright AGNs, they
have been extensively studied by many authors. In Ap-
pendix A, we compare our results with previous works of
broadband X-ray spectroscopy that utilized the same data as
used here, when available.

5. AGN TORUS PROPERTIES

We have shown that the torus reflection components
in AGN X-ray spectra can be well represented with the
XCLUMPY model, confirming the previous studies that ap-
plied it to broadband X-ray spectra of local AGNs (Ogawa
et al. 2019; Tanimoto et al. 2019; Yamada et al. 2020; Tani-
moto et al. 2020). Combining the 16 objects newly analyzed
in this paper and the 12 obscured AGNs studied by Tani-
moto et al. (2020), we construct the largest sample whose
X-ray and infrared spectra are uniformly analyzed with the
XCLUMPY and CLUMPY models, respectively. Although
our sample is not a statistically well-defined sample, we may
regard it as a representative one including various types of
AGNs. In particular, we have now included 12 unobscured
AGNs in the sample, which gives us a new insight into the
torus structure.

5.1. Torus Covering Factor as a Function of Eddington
Ratio

In this subsection, we summarize the torus properties of
our sample obtained from the X-ray spectral analysis de-
scribed in Section 4. On the basis of the unobscured AGN
fraction in a hard X-ray selected sample, Ricci et al. (2017a)
have shown that the Eddington ratio (i.e., the luminosity nor-
malized by the black hole mass) is a key parameter that de-
termines the torus geometry; since radiation pressure works
to expel dusty gas, the torus covering fraction rapidly de-
creases when log λEdd & −1.5. Thus, it is important to
check whether the torus structure we determine for the indi-
vidual objects through X-ray spectroscopy is consistent with
their prediction.

Figure 3(a) plots the torus angular width determined from
the X-ray spectra (σX) against Eddington ratio. By including
the unobscured AGNs, which show higher Eddington ratios
than most of the obscured AGNs in our sample, we confirm
the trend reported by Tanimoto et al. (2020) that AGNs with
high Eddington ratio have smaller σX. To be more quan-
titative, we estimate the covering factor of the torus with
NH > 1022 cm−2), CT, that is, the fractional solid an-
gle of torus material whose mean column density exceeds
1022 cm−2 in the XCLUMPY geometry. In XCLUMPY, the
mean hydrogen column density at the elevation angle θ∗ (≡
90◦ − iX) is given by

NH (θ∗) = NEqu
H exp

(
−
(
θ∗
σX

)2
)
. (5)

Defining θc such that NH (θc) = 1022 cm−2, CT can be cal-
culated from the torus parameters as

CT =
1

4π

∫ 2π

0

∫ π
2 +θc

π
2 −θc

sin θdθdφ

= sin

σX

√√√√ln

(
NEqu

H

1022 cm−2

) . (6)

Figure 3(b) plots CT against λEdd. As noticed, our results
follow the trend of the CT vs λEdd relation by Ricci et al.
(2017b) based on the statistical study. The good agreement
supports our assumption of iX = 45◦ for unobscured AGNs
in our sample (see Appendix B for the results with different
iX values).

5.2. Comparison with the Infrared Results

Figure 4 compares the torus parameters determined from
the X-ray spectra and those from the infrared ones. We re-
call that the X-ray results trace all material including gas and
dust, whereas the infrared ones only dust. Hence, if the spa-
tial distribution of gas and dust is not exactly the same and/or
dust temperature is not spatially uniform, it is possible that
they give different solutions.

As noticed from Figure 4(a), we confirm the finding by
Tanimoto et al. (2020) that the torus angular widths obtained
from the infrared spectra (σIR) become systematically larger
than the those obtained from the X-ray ones (σX), even in-
cluding unobscured AGNs (Figure 4(a)). Tanimoto et al.
(2020) suggested that this apparent discrepancy may be ex-
plained by significant contribution from polar dusty outflows
to the observed infrared flux, as found by infrared interfer-
emetric observations of nearby AGNs (Tristram et al. 2014;
López-Gonzaga et al. 2016; Leftley et al. 2018; Lyu & Rieke
2018). Tanimoto et al. (2020) argued that this effect became
the most prominent at highest inclinations because the flux
from hot dust in the inner part of the torus was reduced due



16 OGAWA ET AL.

Table 5. X-ray Luminosity

Object logL2−10
a log λEdd logMBH/M� Reference

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

NGC 2992 43.0 −1.52 7.72 a
MCG−5–23–16 43.4 −1.34 7.98 b
NGC 3783 42.9 −1.13 7.27 b
UGC 6728 42.3 −0.40 5.85 c
NGC 4051 41.9 −0.48 5.60 d
NGC 4395 40.0 −1.72 4.88 b
MCG−6–30–15 43 −1.24 7.42 b
IC 4329A 43.9 −0.76 7.84 d
NGC 6814 41.8 −1.41 6.46 d
NGC 7213 42.2 −1.99 7.37 e
NGC 7314 42.5 −1.57 7.24 d
NGC 7469 43.3 −0.65 7.11 d
NGC 3081 42.6 −1.87 7.70 f
NGC 4388 43.0 −1.84 8.00 f
Centaurus A 42.0 −2.70 7.94 b
NGC 6300 42.1 −1.99 7.30 f

NOTE— (1) Galaxy name. (2) Logarithmic intrinsic luminosity in the 2–10 keV band.
(3) Logarithmic Eddington ratio (λEdd = Lbol/LEdd). Here we obtained the
bolometric luminosity asLbol = 20L2−10 and defined the Eddington luminosity
as LEdd = 1.26 × 1038MBH/M�. (4) Logarithmic black hole mass. (5)
Reference for the black hole mass.

aWe calculate the X-ray luminosities from the redshifts except for the very nearby
objects NGC 4051, NGC 4395, and Centaurus A, for which we adopt distances of
17.6 (Yoshii et al. 2014), 3.85 (Tully et al. 2009), and 3.84 Mpc (Rejkuba 2004),
respectively.

References—(a) Woo & Urry (2002). (b) Garcı́a-Bernete et al. (2019). (c) Bentz
et al. (2016). (d) Koss et al. (2017). (e) Vasudevan et al. (2010). (f) Kawamuro et al.
(2016a).
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Figure 3. (a): Relation between the torus angular width (σX) and the Eddington ratio (λEdd). (b): Relation between the torus covering factor
(CT) and the Eddington ratio (λEdd). The black curve and shaded region represent the best-fit and 1σ error region obtained by Ricci et al.
(2017a). The blue squares and red circles denote the obscured and unobscured AGNs, respectively. The arrows represent the results reach upper
or lower boundary.
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Figure 4. (a): Comparison between the torus angular width obtained from the infrared spectra (σIR) and that from the X-ray ones (σX).
The black line shows σX = σIR. (b): Comparison between the inclination angle obtained from the infrared spectra (iIR) and that from the
X-ray ones (iX). The black line shows iX = iIR. (c): Comparison between the V-band extinction along the line of sight (ALOS

V ) and the
hydrogen column density along the line of sight (NLOS

H ). The black line corresponds to the Galactic value. (d): Comparison between and the
V-band extinction along the equatorial plane (AEqu

V ) and the hydrogen column density along the equatorial plane (NEqu
H ). The ranges of the

x- and y-axes correspond to the parameter boundaries of NEqu
H and AEqu

V , respectively. The black line corresponds to the Galactic value. The
blue squares and red circles denote the obscured and unobscured AGNs, respectively. The arrows represent the results reach upper or lower
boundary.
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to extinction by outer cooler dust. Our results suggest that
this effect is still present in our unobscured AGNs, which
might have inclinations of ∼45◦ on average. Although both
CLUMPY and XCLUMPY do not include such polar com-
ponents, the effect is more severe in the infrared spectra than
in the X-ray ones. In X-rays, because the total mass in such
polar outflows is much smaller than that contained in the
torus itself, the reflection component from the polar outflow
is weak compared with the torus reflection component at en-
ergies above a few keV (Liu et al. 2019).

In Figure 4(b), we compare the inclination angles deter-
mined from the X-ray (iX) and infrared spectra (iIR) for ob-
scured AGNs by adding 4 sources to the original Tanimoto
et al. (2020) sample. Here only objects whose iX is deter-
mined with an accuracy of <30◦ are included; unobscured
AGNs are not included because we cannot directly constrain
their iX from the spectra. We confirm that iX is generally
larger than iIR. If σIR is overestimated as discussed above,
then it could affect iIR to be underestimated due to their de-
generacy (Nenkova et al. 2008b; Ramos Almeida et al. 2014).

Figure 4(c) confirms the results by Tanimoto et al. (2020)
that the NH/AV ratios along the line of sight in obscured
AGNs are similar to the Galactic value (NH/AV = 1.87 ×
1021 cm−2 mag−1; Draine 2003) on average with a scatter of
∼1 dex. By contrast, unobscured AGNs show systematically
smaller NH/AV values than the Galactic one. In an unob-
scured AGN, the line-of-sight AV is not directly determined
by extinction along the path toward the central region but is
constrained by the infrared emission in the torus region (see
next section). If the torus angular width σIR is overestimated
by a larger factor than that in the elevation angle (90◦− iIR),
it would make the line-of-sight AV larger than the true value
(see Equation 3).

Figure 4(d) also suggests that the NH/AV ratios along the
equatorial plane are similar to the Galactic value on average
for both obscured and unobscured AGNs4. It is consistent
with the results of NLOS

H obtained for obscured AGNs (Fig-
ure 4(c)), which are more directly constrained by the data
through X-ray absorption (NH) and infrared silicate absorp-
tion feature (AV). Our results imply that the gas-to-dust ra-
tios of AGN tori are similar to the Galactic value on average
but may be variable object to object with ∼1 dex.

6. UNIFIED PICTURE OF AGN STRUCTURE

Our findings can be well explained by an updated unified
picture of AGN structure including (1) a dusty torus, (2)
dusty polar outflows, and (3) dust-free gas inside the dust

4 Our new results of IC 4329A and NGC 7469 support the conclusion by
Ogawa et al. (2019), who assumed the same inclination and torus angular
width as the infrared values, that their tori are dust rich compared with the
Galactic ISM.

sublimation radius, where the broad line region (BLR) is
located. As in the classical unified model of AGNs (An-
tonucci 1993), we assume that only the inclination angle
determines the X-ray unobscured/obsured and optical type-
1/type-2 classifications. Figures 5(a)-(d) illustrate schematic
views of AGN structure with increasing order of inclination;
(case a) X-ray unobscured and optical type-1 AGNs, (case
b) X-ray obscured and optical type-1 AGNs, (case c) X-ray
obscured and optical type-2 (not edge-on case), and (case d)
the same but close to the edge-on case. The X-ray power-law
component is emitted from hot corona close to the SMBH
(whose light path is illustrated by the the arrow), whereas the
infrared emission mainly comes from the inner dusty torus
and polar outflows. The spatial distribution of the dust-free
gas inside the dusty torus is unknown, and we assume that it
has a disk-like geometry (i.e., elongated along the equatorial
plane). Except for the dust-free gas region, the gas-to-dust
ratio is assumed to be close to the Galactic ISM value. Note
that the torus angular width and the direction of the polar out-
flows in the figures are arbitrary, which could depend on the
AGN parameters such as the Eddington ratio.

In case (a), i.e., at low inclinations, the paths along which
X-ray and infrared emission travels are largely different. In
X-rays, NH is constrained by absorption toward the central
hot corona, whereas the AV parameter in CLUMPY is de-
termined by the infrared emission from outer dusty regions,
not by extinction toward the central region. In the CLUMPY
model, dust optical depths at infrared wavelengths is con-
verted to AV by assuming standard Galactic dust proper-
ties. The X-ray component shows little absorption because
the column density of the dust-free gas is small, and optical
emission lines from the BLR are not blocked by any dusty
material. Hence it is observed as an X-ray unobscured and
optical type-1 AGN. As stated in Section 5.2, fitting the in-
frared spectrum with CLUMPY (i.e., by ignoring the dusty
polar outflows) would largely overestimate the torus angular
width (σIR), leading to an overestimate of the line-of-sight
AV. Hence, the ratio of NH/AV along the line of sight be-
comes apparently much smaller than the value in the torus
region, which is assumed to be similar to that of the Galactic
ISM in our picture.

In case (b), where the inclination is higher than in case (a),
the X-ray spectrum can be absorbed with a moderate column
density (e.g., NH ∼ 1022 cm−2) by dust-free gas. In the op-
tical band, however, the BLR can be barely seen when the
line-of-sight path crosses an upper boundary region of the
torus, assuming that extinction by the dusty polar outflows is
unimportant. Hence, it is observed as an X-ray obscured but
optical type-1 AGNs. This may explain (a part of) the AGN
population studied by Maiolino et al. (2001a,b) that show X-
ray absorption but broad emission lines in the optical spectra,
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 5. Unified picture of AGN sructure including a dusty torus (hot clumps in red and cooler clumps in grey), dusty polar outflows (red
shaded region), and dust-free gas (grey shaded region inside the torus) where the broad line region (purple circles) is located. The black and
red arrows represent the light travel paths of the X-ray power-law component and the infrared dust emission toward an observer, respectively.
The inclination increases from (a) to (d).

even without invoking dust properties that are largely differ-
ent from those in the Galactic ISM.

In case (c), the travel paths of X-rays and infrared emission
become close to each other, both are subject to significant
extinction by the dusty torus. Hence it is observed as an X-
ray obscured and optical type-2 AGN. In this geometry, the
absorption of the X-ray emission is dominated by the dusty
torus (with a column density of e.g., NH ∼ 1023 cm−2), not
by the dust-free gas. Hence, theNLOS

H /ALOS
V ratio represents

the value in the torus region, which is close to the Galactic
value as assumed.

In case (d), the very edge-on case, it is also observed as
an X-ray obscured and optically type-2 AGN. In X-rays, it
may become a Compton-thick AGN with a column density

ofNH & 1024 cm−2. As discussed in Tanimoto et al. (2020),
the infrared emission coming from the innermost torus re-
gion is subject to extinction by cold dust in outer parts of
the torus or the circumnuclear disk, and its flux is more re-
duced compared with the previous cases. Then, the relative
contribution of the infrared emission from the dusty polar
outflows, which is located above the torus region and hence
is less subject to extinction, becomes more prominent. The
extinction (AV) determined from the infrared spectrum rep-
resents an averaged value for the torus and polar outflow re-
gions, whereas the column density (NH) determined from the
X-ray spectrum represents that along close to the equatorial
plane. Hence, the NLOS

H /ALOS
V ratio becomes larger than the

Galactic value.
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We would like to remark that the proposed picture is still
a toy model. It is deduced by interpreting the results of cur-
rently available models applied independently to the X-ray
and infrared data. For more quantitative evolution, it is nec-
essary to develop models that correctly include the contri-
bution from the dusty polar outflows, and self-consistently
apply them simultaneously to both infrared and X-ray data.
This will be left as an important future task.

7. CONCLUSIONS

1. We have successfully applied the X-ray clumpy torus
model XCLUMPY to the broadband spectra (0.3–
70 keV) of 16 AGNs. Combining them with previ-
ous works, we now have a sample of 28 AGNs whose
torus properties are independently estimated from the
infrared and X-ray spectra with the CLUMPY and
XCLUMPY codes, respectively.

2. The relation between the Eddington ratio and the torus
covering factor determined from the X-ray torus pa-
rameters of each object follows that derived by Ricci
et al. (2017a) based on a statistical analysis of a hard
X-ray selected sample.

3. Comparing the torus parameters obtained from the X-
ray and infrared spectra, we confirm the results by Tan-
imoto et al. (2020) that (1) the torus angular widths de-
termined by the infrared data are systematically larger
those by the X-ray data, and (2) the NH/AV ratios
along the line of sight in obscured AGNs are simi-
lar to the Galactic value on average with a scatter of
∼1 dex. We find that unobscured AGNs show ap-
parently smaller line-of-sight NH/AV ratios than the
Galactic one, which could be explained if the angular
torus widths are overestimated in the infrared spectral
analysis.

4. Our findings can be well explained by an updated uni-
fied picture of AGN structure including a dusty torus,
dusty polar outflows, and dust-free gas (Figure 5),
where the X-ray and optical classifications and ob-
served torus properties in the X-ray and infrared bands
are determined by the inclination angle.

APPENDIX

A. COMPARISON OF SPECTRAL FITTING RESULTS
WITH PREVIOUS STUDIES

Since different spectral models were used in earlier works,
we focus on the photon index of the intrinsic component
and the line-of-sight column density (for obscured AGNs)
to check the overall consistency. Section A.1–10 and Sec-
tion A.11–14 describe the results of unobscured AGNs and
obscured AGNs, respectively. The results of IC 4329A and
NGC 7469 are similar to those of Ogawa et al. (2019), in
which comparison with previous studies were discussed in
detail.

A.1. NGC 2992

The simultaneous XMM-Newton and NuSTAR data ob-
served in 2019 May are reported here for the first time. We
obtain Γ = 1.71+0.01

−0.01 and NLOS
H = 3.64+0.14

−0.14 × 1021 cm−2.

A.2. MCG−5–23–16

Jointly analyzing the NuSTAR and Suzaku spectra, we ob-
tain Γ = 1.95+0.01

−0.01 and NLOS
H = 1.37+0.01

−0.01 × 1022 cm−2.
Our results are very similar to those using the same Suzaku
data reported by Zoghbi et al. (2017), Γ = 1.90+0.01

−0.01 and
NLOS

H = 1.41+0.01
−0.01 × 1022 cm−2, and to the NuSTAR results

observed in the same epoch (Γ = 1.87+0.01
−0.01 and NLOS

H =

1.39+0.01
−0.01 × 1022 cm−2). They utilized the xillver (Garcı́a

et al. 2013) and relxill model (Dauser et al. 2014; Garcı́a et al.

2014) to reproduce the distant reflection and relativistic re-
flection components, respectively.

A.3. NGC 3783

We obtain Γ = 1.64+0.03
−0.02, which is smaller than the re-

sult by Mao et al. (2019) (Γ = 1.75+0.02
−0.02) using the same

NuSTAR and XMM-Newton data. We infer that this is be-
cause they adopted a different spectral model. They utilized
the REFL model (Magdziarz & Zdziarski 1995; Zycki et al.
1999) in SPEX (Kaastra et al. 1996) for a neutral reflection
component, and took 9 warm absorbers into account.

A.4. UGC 6728

The photon index Γ = 2.03+0.01
−0.02 well matches with the re-

sult reported by Walton et al. (2013a) using the same Suzaku
data (Γ = 2.00+0.04

−0.03) despite of the different spectral mod-
elling. They included a relativistic reflection component, us-
ing the REFLIONX (Ross & Fabian 2005) model convolved
with RELCONV(Dauser et al. 2013).

A.5. NGC 4051

The simultaneous XMM-Newton and NuSTAR data ob-
served in 2018 November are reported here for the first time.
We obtain Γ = 2.02+0.01

−0.01 and NLOS
H < 2.22 × 1019 cm−2.

The source was in a high flux state (e.g., Pounds et al. 2004).
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A.6. NGC 4395

We obtain Γ < 1.53 andNLOS
H = 5.15+3.53

−3.21×1020 cm−2.
The photon index is consistent with that reported by Kawa-
muro et al. (2016b) using the same Suzaku data (Γ =

1.49+0.15
−0.10). The line-of-sight absorption by the torus is

smaller than their result (NLOS
H = 1.60+0.20

−0.19 × 1022 cm−2)
because Kawamuro et al. (2016b) did not consider an ionized
absorber.

A.7. MCG−6–30–15

We obtain Γ = 2.16+0.02
−0.01. This is in good agreement with

the result reported by Marinucci et al. (2014) using the same
XMM-Newton and NuSTAR data (Γ = 2.16+0.01

−0.01). The slight
difference comes from the different spectral modelling; Mar-
inucci et al. (2014) considered a distant reflection compo-
nent from ionized material using the xillver model and 5 ab-
sorbers.

A.8. NGC 6814

We obtain Γ = 1.60+0.05
−0.03 and NLOS

H < 2.2× 1020 cm−2.
These are different from the results based on the same Suzaku
data reported by Walton et al. (2013b), Γ = 1.53+0.02

−0.02 and
NLOS

H = 3.4+1.5
−1.5 × 1020 cm−2. The difference comes from

the different spectral modelling; they used the REFLIONX
code for a reflection component and did not consider a partial
absorber.

A.9. NGC 7213

We obtain Γ = 1.63+0.10
−0.05. Our results are consistent with

those reported by Patrick et al. (2012) using the same Suzaku
data and swift/BAT data, Γ = 1.74+0.01

−0.01, within the errors.
They used the REFLIONX model for a reflection component.

A.10. NGC 7314

We obtain Γ = 1.99+0.02
−0.01 and NLOS

H = 4.95+0.20
−0.24 ×

1021 cm−2. These are slightly different with the NuSTAR
results (Panagiotou & Walter 2019), Γ = 2.09+0.01

−0.02 and
NLOS

H = 1.1+0.2
−0.2 × 1022 cm−2. We infer that because they

analyzed only the NuSTAR data and did not consider ionized
absorbers, a larger absorption than ours was obtained.

A.11. NGC 3081

The model with two apec components well reproduces
the broadband X-ray spectra. We obtain Γ > 1.56 and
NLOS

H = 7.77+1.22
−0.76 × 1023 cm−2. Our results are consis-

tent with the results reported by Kawamuro et al. (2016a)
using the same Suzaku data, Γ = 1.73+0.05

−0.05 and NLOS
H =

8.25+0.40
−0.38 × 1023 cm−2.

A.12. NGC 4388

The model with two apec components well reproduces
the broadband NuSTAR+Suzaku spectrum. Our best fit-
ting parameters are Γ < 1.51 and NLOS

H = 3.02+0.05
−0.05 ×

1023 cm−2. Analyzing the Suzaku XIS+HXD spectra,
Kawamuro et al. (2016a) obtained Γ = 1.65+0.01

−0.01 and
NLOS

H = 2.38+0.07
−0.07 × 1023 cm−2. Using the NuSTAR data,

Masini et al. (2016) obtained Γ = 1.65+0.08
−0.08 and NLOS

H =

4.4+0.6
−0.6 × 1023 cm−2. Kawamuro et al. (2016a) utilized the

pexrav model (Magdziarz & Zdziarski 1995), and Masini
et al. (2016) the MYTorus model (Murphy & Yaqoob 2009).
Our photon index is slightly smaller than these results. We
infer that this is because the XCLUMPY model contains a
strong unabsorbed (hence soft) reflected continuum escaped
through clumps in the near-side torus, which works to make
the intrinsic spectrum harder (see the dicussion in Tanimoto
et al. 2019).

A.13. Centaurus A

Results utilizing the Suzaku data are reported here for the
first time. The model with one apec component well re-
produces the broadband NuSTAR+Suzaku spectrum. We ob-
tain Γ = 1.76+0.01

−0.01 and NLOS
H = 9.87+0.15

−0.08 × 1022 cm−2.
Our photon index is slightly smaller from the NuSTAR re-
sult; Fürst et al. (2016) obtained Γ = 1.82+0.01

−0.01 andNLOS
H =

1.11+0.15
−0.02 × 1023 cm−2, utilizing the MYTorus model. This

may be explained by the same reason as for NGC 4388.

A.14. NGC 6300

The model with one apec component well reproduces
the broadband NuSTAR+Suzaku spectrum. We obtain Γ =

1.79+0.05
−0.06 andNLOS

H = 2.09+0.07
−0.06×1023 cm−2, which are in

good agreement with the Suzaku results reported by (Kawa-
muro et al. 2016a), Γ = 1.86+0.02

−0.02 and NLOS
H = 2.22+0.04

−0.03×
1023 cm−2. Our photon index is slightly smaller from that
reported by (Panagiotou & Walter 2019) using the NuSTAR
data, Γ = 1.90+0.03

−0.03 and NLOS
H = 2.07+0.05

−0.04 × 1023 cm−2.
Since they used the pexrav model for the reflection com-
ponent, the discrepancy may be also explained by the same
reason as for NGC 4388.

B. INCLINATION ANGLE DEPENDENCE OF TORUS
COVERING FACTOR IN UNOBSCURED AGNS

To investigate the dependence of the torus parameters on
the assumed inclination angle (iX) for unobscured AGNs, we
fit the spectra by fixing iX at 30◦ and 60◦. We find that the
mean values of the torus angular width, logarithmic column
density along the equatorial plane, and torus covering factor
are (〈σX〉, 〈logNEqu

H /cm−2〉, 〈CT〉) = (22◦, 24.2, 0.70) for
iX = 30◦, (17◦, 24.2, 0.58) for iX = 45◦, and (12◦, 23.9,
0.41) for iX = 60◦. Figure 6(a) and (b) plot CT against λEdd

for iX = 30◦ and iX = 60◦, respectively. As noticed, we find
general trends that CT are overestimated for iX = 30◦ and
underestimated for iX = 60◦ assuming that the relation of
Ricci et al. (2017a) holds for our sample. Thus, we suggest
that the assumption of iX = 45◦ adopted in the main paper
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Figure 6. Relation between the torus covering factor (CT) and the Eddington ratio (λEdd). The black curve and shaded region represent
the best-fit and 1σ error region obtained by Ricci et al. (2017a). The blue squares and red circles denote the obscured and unobscured AGNs,
respectively. The arrows represent the results reaching the upper or lower boundary. (a): The inclination angle (iX) of the unobsucred AGNs is
set to 30◦. The empty circle denotes the best-fit CT value of NGC 6814, whose lower and upper limits reach the boundaries (0 and 1) at <90%
confidence level. (b): iX is set to 60◦.

is the most reasonable among the three cases. It is remark-
able that iX = 30◦, often adopted as a typical inclination for
unobscured AGNs, cannot reproduce the Ricci et al. (2017a)
relation.
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Baloković, M., Brightman, M., Harrison, F. A., et al. 2018, ApJ,
854, 42, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aaa7eb

Bautista, M. A., & Kallman, T. R. 2001, ApJS, 134, 139,
doi: 10.1086/320363

Bentz, M. C., Batiste, M., Seals, J., et al. 2016, ApJ, 831, 2,
doi: 10.3847/0004-637X/831/1/2

Buchner, J., Brightman, M., Nandra, K., Nikutta, R., & Bauer, F. E.
2019, A&A, 629, A16, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201834771

Dadina, M. 2008, A&A, 485, 417,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20077569

Dauser, T., Garcia, J., Parker, M. L., Fabian, A. C., & Wilms, J.
2014, MNRAS, 444, L100, doi: 10.1093/mnrasl/slu125

Dauser, T., Garcia, J., Wilms, J., et al. 2013, MNRAS, 430, 1694,
doi: 10.1093/mnras/sts710

Draine, B. T. 2003, Annual Review of Astronomy and
Astrophysics, 41, 241,
doi: 10.1146/annurev.astro.41.011802.094840

Fukazawa, Y., Mizuno, T., Watanabe, S., et al. 2009, Publications
of the Astronomical Society of Japan, 61, S17,
doi: 10.1093/pasj/61.sp1.S17

Fürst, F., Müller, C., Madsen, K. K., et al. 2016, ApJ, 819, 150,
doi: 10.3847/0004-637X/819/2/150

Gabriel, C., Denby, M., Fyfe, D. J., et al. 2004, in Astronomical
Society of the Pacific Conference Series, Vol. 314, Astronomical
Data Analysis Software and Systems (ADASS) XIII, ed.
F. Ochsenbein, M. G. Allen, & D. Egret, 759

Garcı́a, J., Dauser, T., Reynolds, C. S., et al. 2013, ApJ, 768, 146,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/768/2/146

Garcı́a, J., Dauser, T., Lohfink, A., et al. 2014, ApJ, 782, 76,
doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/782/2/76

Garcı́a-Bernete, I., Ramos Almeida, C., Alonso-Herrero, A., et al.
2019, MNRAS, 486, 4917, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stz1003

Harrison, F. A., Craig, W. W., Christensen, F. E., et al. 2013, ApJ,
770, 103, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/770/2/103

Ichikawa, K., Packham, C., Ramos Almeida, C., et al. 2015, ApJ,
803, 57, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/803/2/57

Ishisaki, Y., Maeda, Y., Fujimoto, R., et al. 2007, Publications of
the Astronomical Society of Japan, 59, 113,
doi: 10.1093/pasj/59.sp1.S113

Iso, N., Ebisawa, K., Sameshima, H., et al. 2016, Publications of
the Astronomical Society of Japan, 68, S27,
doi: 10.1093/pasj/psw015

Jansen, F., Lumb, D., Altieri, B., et al. 2001, A&A, 365, L1,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20000036

Kaastra, J. S., Mewe, R., & Nieuwenhuijzen, H. 1996, in UV and
X-ray Spectroscopy of Astrophysical and Laboratory Plasmas,
411–414

Kallman, T., & Bautista, M. 2001, ApJS, 133, 221,
doi: 10.1086/319184

Kawamuro, T., Ueda, Y., Tazaki, F., Ricci, C., & Terashima, Y.
2016a, ApJS, 225, 14, doi: 10.3847/0067-0049/225/1/14

Kawamuro, T., Ueda, Y., Tazaki, F., Terashima, Y., & Mushotzky,
R. 2016b, ApJ, 831, 37, doi: 10.3847/0004-637X/831/1/37

Koss, M., Trakhtenbrot, B., Ricci, C., et al. 2017, ApJ, 850, 74,
doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aa8ec9

Leftley, J. H., Tristram, K. R. W., Hönig, S. F., et al. 2018, ApJ,
862, 17, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aac8e5

Liu, J., Hönig, S. F., Ricci, C., & Paltani, S. 2019, MNRAS, 490,
4344, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stz2908
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