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ABSTRACT

Context. Our knowledge of the properties of AGN, especially thosepifaal type-2 objects is very incomplete. Extragalactiarse
count distributions are dependent on the cosmological tatibtical properties of AGN, and therefore provide a direethod of
investigating the underlying source populations.

Aims. We aim to constrain the extragalactic source count didinhe over a broad range of X-ray fluxes and in various eneegylb

to test whether the predictions from X-ray background sgsigimodels agree with the observational constraints gedvby our
measurements.

Methods. We have used 1129 XMNiewton observations gb| > 20° covering a total sky area of 132.3 deg compile the largest
complete samples of X-ray selected objects to date botteif -1 keV, 1-2 keV, 2-4.5 keV, 4.5-10 keV bands employedandard
XMM- Newton data processing and in the 0.5-2 keV and 2-10 keV energy bawods usually considered in source count studies.
Our survey includes in excess of 30,000 sources and spams fitom~1071°to 10*?erg cnt? s7* below 2 keV and from-1074 to
10*2ergcnt? st above 2 keV where the bulk of the CXRB energy density is preduc

Results. The very large sample size we obtained means our resultoatienited by cosmic variance or low counting statistics. A
break in the source count distributions was detected imaltgy bands except the 4.5-10 keV band. We find that an acallytiodel
comprising 2 power-law components cannot adequately ibestite curvature seen in the source count distributions. sktape of
the logNES)-logsS is strongly dependent on the energy band with a geserepening apparent as we move to higher energies. This
is due to the fact that non-AGN populations, comprised myairistars and clusters of galaxies, contribute up to 30% efsthurce
population at energies2 keV and at fluxes 10 ergcnt?s, and these populations of objects have significantly flatterce
count distributions than AGN. We find a substantial increasthe relative fraction of hard X-ray sources at higher giesy, from
>55% below 2 keV ta=77% above 2 keV. However the majority of sources detectedead® keV still have significant flux below
2 keV. Comparison with predictions from the synthesis medeiggest that the models might be overpredicting the nuoitfaint
absorbed AGN, which would call for fine adjustment of some etpadrameters such as the obscured to unobscured AGN rafimr an
the distribution of column densities at intermediate obatian.

Key words. surveys— X-rays: general— cosmology: observations— gedasctive

1. Introduction by the remaining uncertainty in the absolute normalisatbn
i the CXRB (see e.g. Cowie et al. 2002). Additional uncertamt

The deepest X-ray surveys carried out to datediandra giginate due to variations of the source counts betweeregar
(Chandra Deep Field North, CDF-N; Alexander et al. 2003 angising from both the impact of the large scale structurehef t
Chandra Deep Field South, CDF-S; Giacconi et al. 2002, L@ihiverse on the source distribution (Gilli et @l 2003) amdyre
et al.[2008) and XMMNewton (Hasinger et al. 2001) have re-yndanely, on cross calibration uncertainties betwegareit
solved up to 90% of the Cosmic X-ray background (CXRBpissions (Barcons et al. 2000, De Luca & Molendi 2004).
at energies below5 keV into discrete sources reaching limit-
ing fluxeslgf~ 2x :IéO‘llferg cnr?s i the 0.5-2 keV band and Follow-up campaigns targeted at the sources detected in
~2x10ergcm s~ in the 2-8 keV band (Bauer et al. 2004) geep-medium X-ray surveys have shown that at high Galactic

However, above-5 keV the fraction of CXRB resolved into |atitudes Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) dominate the X-ray
sources is substantially lower (see e.g. Worsley ef_al. 20@ky. At bright X-ray fluxes £ 10 *ergcm?s1), unabsorbed
Worsley et al 2005) although precise estimates are hampegg mildly absorbed AGN, spectroscopically identified asetyp
1 AGN represent the bulk of the population (see e.g. Shanks
Send offprint requests to: S. Mateos, e-maikkm279@star.le.ac.uk et al.[199], Barcons et al. 2007, Caccianiga et al. 2008).
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CXRB. The general shape of the source counts in the 0.5-2 keV
and 2-10 keV bands is well determined from deep and medium
depth X-ray surveys. The results of these analyses shovathat
fluxes~107%° — 10 1% erg cnt?s! the source count distributions
can be reproduced well with broken power-law shapes (i.e two
power-law, hereafter broken power-law, Baldi ef al. 200@yi@

et al[2002, Cappelluti et al. 2007, Carrera et al. 2007, Beupt
al.[2008). However, mostly due to poor statistics, a propte
mination of the analytical form of the source count disttibas

is still unavailable, especially at high energies.

—90

Fig. 1. Sky distribution in Galactic coordinates of the selected
observations. The high density of pointings in some are#iseof
sky correspond to planned surveys of relatively large skeasr
(e.g. the XMMNewton Large Scale Survey, Pierre etlal. 2004).

Deep pencil beam surveys are important to study the popu-
lations of sources at the faintest accessible fluxes andftirer
they are best suited to constrain the faint-end slope ofdabece
counts. However these observations only sample small sky ar
eas and therefore filar from significant cosmic variance. For
xample, the CDF-N and CDF-S source counts deviate by more
an 3.9 at the faintest flux levels (Bauer et @l. 2004). On the
other hand, wide shallow surveys cover much larger aredseof t
sky and therefore are lesfected by cosmic variance. However,

At intermediate fluxes, absorbed AGN (optical type-2 AG
at low redshifts (z1) become dominant, while at fluxes
< 10 %%ergcnr?s! a population of ‘normal’ galaxies starts to

emerge (Barger et al. 2003, Hornschemeier ét al. 2003, EIUE{hey only sample sources at relatively bright fluxes whicly on

al.[2004). i contribute a small fraction of the CXRB emission. Surveys at
Although the nature of the sources that dominate the CXRBiermediate fluxesy 10715 — 10-Berg cn2s7L, of the type re-

is reasonably clear, there are still large uncertainti€héncos- qried here, fill the gap between deep pencil beam and shallow
mological and statistical properties of the objects, elsfigdor  g,yeys and sample the fluxes at the break in the source count

type-2 AGN for which the redshift and column density distrib jsiriputions, i.e. where the bulk of the CXRB energy densit
tions are rather poorly determined to date. should be produced. These surveys are therefore appmpviat

_One of the most important open issues regarding the poRi¢curately determine the position of the break and briglt-e
lation of absorbed AGN is whether the relative fraction of obs|ope of source count distributions.

scured AGN varies with redshift or X-ray luminosity. Some re
sults suggest that this fraction is independent of the Xhuay _ . .
minosity and redshift (Dwelly & Page 2006), while othersmgoi !N this paper we put strong constraints on the analyticgieha
to a decrease in the fraction of absorbed AGN with the X-ra%! the extragalactic source count distributions in a numifer
luminosity (Ueda et al. 2003, Barger et &l. 2005, Hasinger @fferent energy bands and over a wide range of fluxes. For this
al.[2005, La Franca et al, 2005, Akilas et/al. 2006, Della GacaPurPose we have compiled the largest complete samples of X-
al.[2008) angbr an increase with redshift (La Franca ef al. 20052 selected obje_cts to d_at_& ensurlng_that our fes“'tgﬂ"m
Ballantine et al, 2006, Treister & Urfy 2006). This issue haen t€d by low counting statistics or cosmic variandkeets. Taking
recently investigated by Della Ceca et al. (2008) via thdyana@dvantage of our large samples, we have investigated how the
sis of a complete spectroscopically identified{% complete- Underlying population of X-ray sources changes as we move to
ness) sample of bright X-ray sources{ x 10-*4erg cn2st hlgh_er energies. Finally we hav_e used the new obse_rv_ammmal
selected in the 4.5-7.5 keV band. The sources in this studg w&{raints provided by our analysis to check the predictidresio
bright enough to obtain their absorption properties fromea dr€nt synthesis models of the CXRB.
tailed analysis of their X-ray spectra. They report a depecd
of the fraction of obscured AGN on both the luminosity andred  The paper is organised as follows:§8 we describe the se-
shift, the measured evolution being consistent with thappsed lection and processing of the XMMewton observations§2.1),
by Treister & Urry [2006). A dependence of the fraction of althe source detection procedure and criteria for selectibn o
sorbed AGN on the luminosity has also been suggested by aburces§2.2 and$2.3), we discuss how we calculated the fluxes
servations in the optical and mid-infrared (Simpson €t@0% of the sources from their count ratg(4) and we explain how
Maiolino et al[ 20077). the sky coverage was calculated as a function of the X-ray flux
X-ray surveys are the best way to understand the propé§2.5). In§3 we describe the ffierent representations of source
ties (i.e. X-ray absorption distributions) and cosmolagjievo- counts used in this work§B.1), present source count distribu-
lution (i.e. X-ray luminosity functions) of AGN and to tedte tions in diferent energy band$3§.2 and§3.3), discuss the im-
predictions of the synthesis models of the CXRB (Treister fact on our source count distributions of biases inherentin
Urry[2006, Gilli et al 20017). However in order to providestg source detection procedui§d(4), describe the approach used to
observational constraints these analyses require coengdah- fit our distributions §3.5) and discuss the fractional X-ray back-
ples with a high fraction of sources spectroscopically tdenground contributed by our source$3(6). In §4 we summarise
fied. This is a dficult and very time consuming task that carthe X-ray spectral properties of our objects. The implmasi of
only be achieved for relatively small samples of objectsurBe our analysis for the cosmic X-ray background synthesis nsode
count distributions are dependent on the cosmological tad sare presented if5. Finally, the summary and conclusions of our
tistical properties of AGN, and therefore provide a rather danalysis are given i§6. Appendix A describes the empirical ap-
rect method of investigating the properties of the undadyi proach used to obtain the sky coverage as a function of tre/X-r
source populations. Constraining the shape of the sourag€o flux. In Appendix B we compare our source count distributions
is fundamental for cosmological studies of AGN, as it pre&d with those obtained using data taken directly from2Kk#M cat-
strong observational constraints for the synthesis maafaise alogue.
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Fig. 2. Left: Distribution of Galactic hydrogen column density (g units) along the line of sight taken from the 21 cm radio
measurements of Dickey & Lockman (1990). Right: Distribatof the exposure times (after filtering).

2. Data processing and analysis rower\gnergy bands 0.5-1 keV, 1-2 keV, 2-4.5 keV and 4.5-
. 10 ke\d. The former allow comparison with previous results,
2.1. The XMM-Newton observations whereas the later allow a morepdetailed stuzy of the spectral
The observations employed in this study are a subset of thg§@racteristics of the underlying source populations.rtteoto
utilised in producing the second XMMewton serendipitous Make source lists we run tR&MM source detection algorithm on
source cataloguexMM] (Watson et al, 2008, submitte@d)MMis  all energy bands simultaneously. In Apperidix B we compare ou
based on observations from the three European Photon Imad#P-2 keV and 2-10 keV source count distributions with those
Cameras (EPIC) that were public by first of May 2B0Rere Obtained combining data from the energy bands used to make
for simplicity, we have only used data from the EPIC pn canihe 2XMN catalogue.
era (Turner et al._2001). The data have been processed hsingt Images were created for each energy band. Only pn events
XMM- Newton Science Analysis System (SAS, v7.1.0, Gabrielith PATTERN <4 (single and double events) were selected. The
et al[2004). Because all the observations have been regsete SAS taskemask was used to create a detection mask for each
using the same pipeline configuration this guarantees aumif observation, which defines the area of the detector suifable
data set. Observations have been filtered for high partité-b source detection. Energy dependent exposure maps were com-
ground periods by excluding the time intervals where thes7-puted using theSAS task eexpmap, using the latest calibration
keV count rate was higher than 10 pr/atsmirf/ks. information on the mirror vignetting, quantuntfieiency and
The aim of this study is to constrain source count distribdilter transmissidft Source lists were obtained using tBas
tions for serendipitous AGN, hence we have selected only diaskeboxdetect, which performs source detection using a sim-
servations that fulfil the following criteria: ple sliding box cell detection algorithm. Background magsev
) ) ) ] ) obtained with theSAS taskesplinemap. The sources detected
1. High galactic latitude fieldgb| > 20° (so as to obtain sam-
ples with the contamination from Galactic stars minimiseds™| " =" =" 01V pand pn photons with energies between 2.8-8

and with low Galactic absorbing column densities). keV were excluded in order to avoid the instrumental badlgdopro-

2. Fields with at least 5 ks of clean pn exposure time. duced by Cu K-lines (Lumb et 41, 2002).

3. Fields free of bright anfdr extended X-ray sources, i.e. 4 gaypmap calculates the mirror vignetting function at one single en-
where most of the field of view (FOV) can be used fogrgy, the centroid of the energy band. Because the mirroetiing is a
serendipitous source detection. strong function of energy, in the cases where the energy isamtad,

) . this approach produces a less accurate determination effdutive ex-
We have not merged observations carried out at the same gk¥ure across the FOV. This is more important at high erergikere

position. In these cases we removed the overlapping area frghe dependence of the vignetting on the energy is much strohgor-
the observation with the shortest clean exposure time.8hdtr  der to reduce thisfect, for the energy bands 0.5-2 keV, 4.5-10 keV and
ing sample comprises 1129 observations. The sky distdbwti 2-10 keV we first computed exposure maps in narrower enenggisba
the pointings is shown in Figl 1. The distribution of Galacti0.5-1 keV and 1-2 keV for band 0.5-2 keV; 2-4.5, 4.5-6 keV, ke¥
absorption along the line of sight and the distribution @fagi and 8-10 keV for band 2-10 keV, and 4.5-6 keV, 6-8 keV and 8-10

exposure times, for the set of observations are shown ifgig. keV for band 4.5-10 keV. Then we used the weighted mean okthes
maps to get the exposure maps in the broader energy bandsddn o

to weight the maps we used the number of counts that we shawukl h
2.2. Source detection detected in each narrow band for a source with a power-lastispe

of photon index’=1.9 at energies below 2 keV afe1.6 at energies
We have carried out source count analysis using both the-'stabove 2 keV (the same spectral model we used to convert ting s
dard’ 0.5-2 keV and 2-10 keV energy bands and also the naf-the sources to fluxes, see SEC]2.4). The resulting expasaps
do not strongly depend on the assumed spectral slope. Forpéxa
! http://xmmssc-www.star.le.ac.uk/Catalogue/2XMM/ AI'=+0.3 changes the exposure map#/,003% in the 0.5-2 keV band
2 XMM- Newton observations started on January 2000. and<s1.3% in the 2-10 keV and 4.5-10 keV bands respectively.
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Table 1. Summary of the source detection results.

Energy band Nt Nsel fext Smin/Smed CtSnin/CtSned N(> Sr’nin)

(keV) (%) (10%cgs) deg?
1) (2 (3) (G) (5) (6) )
0.5-1 21311 20694 3.6 ™7 1342 4176+ 29
1-2 21848 21185 2.4 /&0 1040 4707 £ 3.2
2-45 9926 9564 1.0 315 1238 3024 +3.1
4.5-10 1973 1895 0.2 1450 1546 922+21
0.5-2 32665 31837 3.0 84 1356 6057 + 3.4
2-10 9702 9431 0.7 9/85 1757 3156 + 3.2

(1) Energy band definition (in keV). (2) Total number of sagdetected in the band with a significance of detecfipd5 (after excluding the
targets of the observations, see $ed. 2.3). (3) Final nuoflsaurces selected to compute the source count distrimi(Eee Sef. 2.3 and SEc]2.5
for details). (4) Fraction of sources in the sample deteageeixtended in X-rays. (5) Minimum and median flux of the sesigelected to
compute the source count distributions. (6) Minimum and ianedf the distribution of total pn counts in the band (backgr subtracted) of the
sources selected to compute the source count distributitwie that the minimum number of counts correspond to a dinaalflion of sources in
the samples. More than 92% of the sources have at least 2€sdauhe 0.5-1 keV, 1-2 keV and 2-4.5 keV bands and this foadiicreases to
more than 98% in the 0.5-2 keV, 2-10 keV and 4.5-10 keV eneggylb. (7) Cumulative sky density of sources in the varioesgnbands at the
flux limits of our survey.

by eboxdetect are masked out and thessplinemap per- our survey is rather small. This together with the fact thsiga
forms a spline fit on the resulting image producing a smoothedicant fraction of the X-ray brightest sources in our sagspl
background mapEboxdetect is run a second time using theare the target of the observation, means that our surveytia no
background maps produced legplinemap, which increases proper unbiased and complete statistical sample of soat¢he
the sensitivity of the source detection. The final list ofeat¢ brightest flux levels. Because of this we restricted our ysigl
is obtained from a maximum likelihood fit of the distributiorto sources with fluxes 10-'2erg cnt?s™! in each energy band.
of source counts on the images by th&S task emldetect. A summary of the source detection results for each energy
Emldetect provides source parameters by fitting the dissand is givenin Tablgl1.

tribution of counts of the sources detected d#lyoxdetect

with the instrumental point spread function (PSF). In addit )

emldetect carries out a fit with the PSF convolved with a betaé-4- Count rate to flux conversion factors

model profile in order to search for sources extended in X:rayyne important issue in this analysis is the conversion froome
Source positions, count rates corrected for PSF losses iandp¥tes to fluxes. Ideally we should obtain the fluxes from tret be
gnetting, extent and detection likelihoods are some of theem fjt model of the spectrum of each individual object. However,
important source parameters provideddmjl detect. because the majority of the sources in our analysis are very
faint, we cannot reproduce well the spectral complexitgmft
observed in the broad band X-ray spectra of extragalacféctd
(see e.g. Caccianiga et al. 2004, Mateos et al. 2005, Magtier
We filtered the source lists in several ways in order to ensu#e[2007). Therefore we have made the reasonable assumption
the good quality of the data used for the analysis. First &mhe that the spectra of our objects can be well described witma si
energy band we selected only those sources with a detectidé power-law model absorbed by the Galactic column density
likelihood £>15. This value is related to the probability thaglong the line of sight.
a Poissonian random fluctuation caused the observed countsWe have investigated the spectral slope that best repreduce
Prandom, @S L= 109 (Prandom) @nd corresponds roughly to a5 the X-ray colodi distribution of the objects detected in each
significance of detection faf=15 (Cash et al. 1979). energy band. In order to provide a better determination ef th
The uncertainties in source parameters become much largegctral shape of the sources we defined the X-ray colourg usi
for sources falling near CCD gaps. In order to remove the§gUNt rates in energy bands as close as possible to the band of
sources from our sample we created new detection masks if§grest: (0.5-1 keV vs. 1-2 keV) for bands 0.5-1 keV, 1-2 keV

each observation with the CCD gaps increased by an amo@Rfl 0-5-2 keV and (2-4.5 keV vs. 4.5-10 keV) for the 2-4.5 keV,
equivalent to the radius encompassing 80% of the counts oft®-10 keV and 2-10 keV energy bands. Because our sources are

point source at that local position. All sources falling met typically faint the uncertainties on their measured X-raloars
enlarged CCD gaps were masked out. Photons registered &@? be lardg In order to account for this we have calculated the
ing the readout of the pn CCDs are assigned the wrong pdistribution of X-ray colours by adding the probability dity
tion in the readout direction. The background produced bgeh distributions of the X-ray colour of each individual sourger a
so called out-of-time events is included in the modellinghef  9iven source this distribution was defined as a 1-d Gaussian w
background maps. However if there is pileup for the souree i@ean and dispersion equal to the value of the X-ray colour and
sponsible for the out-of-time events then the correctioaris
derestimated. In these cases the regions of the A@¢tad b

g y of the count rates in two energy bands, HR-S)(H+S), where H and

out-of-time events were masked out m‘.”‘””a”y' . .S are the count rates in the harder and softer of the two erengs
Because the targets of the observations are likely to bediasespectively.

towards certain populations of X-ray objects, the targat®l( s The mean error of the X-ray colours was found to4§1-0.15 for

target related sources) together with the areas of the F@V c@ources detected in the 0.5-2 keV, 0.5-1 keV, 1-2 keV andl@.EeV

taminated by their emission have been excluded from the anedergy bands and0.2 for sources detected in the 2-4.5 keV and 2-10

ysis. The number of sources at the brightest fluxes sampledKey energy bands.

2.3. Selection of sources

5 The X-ray colour or hardness ratio is defined as the nornuhiistéo
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Fig. 3. Probability density distributions of the X-ray colour fangces detected in each energy band (i.e. with a deteckielihood
in the band£>15). Left panel for bands2 keV: the vertical line shows the hardness ratio which apoads to a source with a
spectral slop&=1.9 subject to the average Galactic absorption over the lsanfipbjects (N, ~ 2 x 10°°cmi2). Right panel for
bands>2 keV: the vertical line shows the hardness ratio which apoads to a source with a spectral slépd..6. The horizontal
error bars show the change in X-ray colour Adr=+0.3.

its respective error. The resulting 'integrated’ probispdensity is negligible in all energy bands except in the 2-10 keV and 4.
distributions are shown in Fif] 3. The spectral parametes t 10 keV energy bands, where a change in the normalisatioreof th
best characterise the distribution of X-ray colours of amurses distributionss20% is observed. However, as most of the sources
areI'=1.9 and Galactic absorption{\N= 2 x 10?°cm2 (the av- in our analysis are typically faint, in the majority of thesea
erage value over the sample of objects) at energies below,2 kihey have a significance of detection well below our selectio
andI'=1.6 at energies above 2 keV. We note that fixingt 1.9 threshold in at least one of the energy bands used to cadculat
but varying Ny by a factor of 2 results in a shift of the HR 0.5-1their X-ray colours. Hence the estimation of their specthape
vs. 1-2 keV value of just 0.025. The values of the X-ray colouron the basis of their X-ray colour could be highly uncert&n.
that correspond to the selected spectral model are shovwn wittis basis we adopt the conservative approach of assuméng th
vertical solid lines in Fig.13. Earlier spectral studies@avfact same spectral model for all sources.
confirmed that such values Bfare representative of the average
spectra of sources in the flux range of this analysis (Matéos e
al.[2005, Carrera et al. 2007). We note that there is a hangen]ilux
of the dfective spectral slope of the sources at energizkeV.
This can be easily explained as due to the spectral comyple
of the X-ray emission of the sources at the energies sampled
our analysis. For example, the signatures of soft excesss@mi
are mostly detected at rest-frame energies bel@vkeV while
Compton reflection is only important at rest-frame energit® . : : N
keV. On the other hand X-ray absorption cdfeat the observed vziir(l)zi;uons in the Galactic absorption) in the sky coverageic
X-ray spectra of the sources over a broad range of energies de ™
pending on both the amount of X-ray absorption and the rédshi
of the objects. On the basis of the above, in order to calculateetk we
We have investigated thefect on our derived source countd!ave assumed that the spectrum of our objects can be well de-
of varying the choice of mean spectral index by calculatirg;'md with a simple power-law model of photon index1.9
the change in flux associated with the change in the power-1§ energy bands 0.5-1 keV, 1-2 keV and 0.5-2 keV &rd.6
shape. We find that fokI'=+0.3 the largestféect is in the 4.5- for energy bands 2-4.5 keV, 4.5-10 keV and 2-10 keV and the
10 keV and 2-10 keV energy bands where the fluxes can chaf§&responding Galactic column density along the line dlfisig
by up to~9%. In the other energy bands thieet is much less
important, i.e. roughly 1-2%. This is an expected resultesitne The latest public pn on-axis redistribution matrices (fior s
effective area of the EPIC pn detector is fairly flat fre®.5 keV  gle and double events, v6.9) available at the time of thidyana
to ~5 keV. sis were used in the computation of the energy conversion fac
However we see in Fid.l3 that a change in the power-lawrs for each field together with on-axiffective area files pro-
continuum byAT'=+0.3 cannot explain the dispersion in the obduced by th&AS taskarfgen. The countrates froramldetect
served distribution of X-ray colour of the sources. In ortler are corrected for the exposure map (which includes vigrgetti
account better for the large dispersion in the X-ray colduhe and bad pixel corrections) and the PSF enclosed energy frac-
sources for a given object we use a count rate to flux conversimn. Hence the fective areas were generated disabling these
based on the value df derived from its X-ray colour (instead corrections, as indicated in thefgen documentation (see also
of a fixed value for all sources). Th&ect on the source countsCarrera et al. 2007 for details).

Energy conversion factoredf) between count rates and
es (corrected for the Galactic absorption along the the
sir?ht) were computed for each observation. These valuesndep
the amount of Galactic absorption along the line of sight,
the observing mode and the filter utilised in the observation
By computing arecf for each observation we account for the
changing sensitivity in our softer energy bands (resulfiom
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Fig. 4. Distributions of the sky coverage as a function of X-ray flokthe diferent energy bands.

2.5. Sky coverage calculation 1. Differential source counts: The nhumber of sources per unit

flux and unit sky area)(S), is obtained as
We have used an empirical approach to obtain the sky coverage y . a 1)
I=m

as a function of the X-ray flux for the selected threshold in de dN i1 o

tection significance£>15). We compute a “sensitivity map” for ~ N(Sj) = dSdO . AS. :

each observation which describes the minimum count rate tha !

a source must have at each position in the FOV to be detectedwheremis the number of sources in bin j with assigned flux

with significance£>15, taking into account both the locdfec- Sj, Qi is the sky coverage (in dégof source in the bin and

tive exposure and background level. Full details of the m@&th  AS; is the bin width. The correspondingrlerror bars due

can be found in Appendix A of Carrera et al (2007) and also to Poissonian statistics are calculateth¢s;)/ vm. S refers

in AppendixA of this paper. The count rates of the “sendifivi  to the weighted mean of the fluxes of the sources in the bin,

maps” are converted to fluxes as specified in Bet. 2.4. Sj = Y21 wi x Sj, whereS; are the individual source fluxes
In order to make our source lists consistent with the resiilts  and the weightsy;, are determined as:

the sky coverage calculation we excluded from the computati

of the source count distributions all sources having actaaht o

rates below the computed minimum value for detection at the Wi= Siom 1
source position. The fraction of sources removed is less4ba =1 0
in the energy bands 0.5-1 keV, 1-2 keV and 0.5-2 ke¥% in S| is a better representation of the centroid of the bin than
bands 2-4.5 keV and 2-10 keV and% in band 4.5-10keV (cf.  the mean of the fluxes of the sources in the bin, especially at
columns 2 & 3 in Tabl&ll). bright fluxes where the number of sources per bin is much

The dependence of the sky coverage on the flux for the vari- smaller and the impact of the binning is most acute.
ous energy bands is shown in Hig. 4; our survey covers a total s
area of 132.3 d&g In order to avoid uncertainties in the compu-2. Integral source counts: The number of sources per unit sky

tation of the source count distributions associated withdount area with flux higher tha, N(> S), is defined as

statistics or inaccuracy in the sky coverage calculatidhetery -

faint detection limits, we have only used sources if theyends- N(> S = < 1

tectable over at least 1 degf sky; the result was that less than >Si) = Z Q

0.5% of sources where removed in all energy bands except in =1

the 4.5-10 keV band where the fraction wa$.5% while the where the sum is over all sources with fI8x> S; andS;
change in the flux limits of the survey was negligible. Thisco is the flux of the faintest object in the bin. In this case error
straint gives rise to the energy band flux limits listed inuzoh bars are assigned &> S;)/ v(M), based on Poissonian
5 of Table1. statistics (but are correlated from bin to bin), whites the

total number of sources with; > S;.

We apply a nhormalisation to both theffidirential and integral

3. The source counts distributions,n(S;) x (S;/10425 andN(>S;) x (S;/10714)L5
3.1. Calculation of source count distributions respectively. The advantage of using a normalised reptatsem

is that it highlights deviations from the standard Euclidézm
In X-ray astronomy, it is traditional to use the integralrfor of the counts (with the Euclidean slope corresponding tora ho
to show the shape of source count distributions. Howevex hézontal line in the normalised representation). We havendefi
we use both binned fierential and integral representationsthe bin sizes of our distributions to have at least 50 soypees
Differential counts have the advantage that the data points kire and a minimum bin size of 0.02 in log units of flux. Note
independent, which makes it easier to see changes in the-untieat later the unbinned fierential source counts are fitted with
lying shape of the distribution. power-law models (see Séc.13.5 for details).
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Fig.5. Source count distributions in both a normalisefiadiential (left) and normalised integral form (right) fonsoes detected
in the 0.5-2 keV and 2-10 keV bands. The lines show the resfiltse fitting of the data using a model with two (solid) ancdethar
(dashed) power-laws (see Sec]3.5). Error bars correspdiacd¢onfidence.

When comparing source count distributions iffelient en- Table 2. Scaling factors used to convert fluxes tfeiient energy
ergy bands itis necessary to rescale the axes of at leasf tre obands.
distributions (to that of the other energy band). If the flagaal-
ing factor isa, the dfect is to shift points along the x axis by a

Energy band a = Sp/Sos-10kev
2

factore and also up the y axis by a factet® (due to the nor- 1)
malisation). The energy band scaling factors used in thigwo 0.5-1 0.15
are listed in Tabl€]2. The values are normalised to unit flux in 21;'25 %ég
the 0.5-10 keV ban_d. 4510 0.39
Hereafter we will use the term ‘steeper’ source counts to re- 0.5-2 0.32
fer to those distributions having a greater numerical ifdexhe 2-10 0.68
slope, while ‘flatter’ distributions will be those having after 2-8 0.56
values ofl[']. 2-12 0.79
4.5-7.5 0.24
5.0-10 0.35
3.2. The broad band source counts 0.5-10 1.0

. . . ... (1) Energy band definition (in keV). (2) Flux scaling fact@mrmalised
In Fig.[3 we show the dierential and integral source count dlstn—to a unit flux in the 0.5-10 keV band, whe®g is the flux in the band

butions derived in the ‘standard’ 0.5-2 keV and 2-10 keV 5and  angs,; 0y is the flux in the 0.5-10 keV band. The values were
A comparison with those obtained using data taken direstiyf  obtained from an unabsorbed power-law spectrufi=df.9 below 2
the 2XMM catalogue is presented in Appendix B. keV andI'=1.6 above 2 keV.
Our survey provides tight constraints on the X-ray source
counts over more than 2 decades of X-ray flux in both energy
bands. In Fig[b the solid and dashed lines show the resultstwb and three components (see 3.5 for details). A break i
the fitting to the dfiferential source counts with a power-law witithe source count distributions is obvious in both bandkpaigh
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Table 3. The cumulative angular density of sources in the brogmesent measurements are in good agreement with the pedblish
bands. results.

At bright 0.5-2 keV fluxes, where the number of sources in-

Flux N S) N NG S) N cluded in the surveys is much lower, there are still unceties
0.5-2 keV 2-10 kev in the shape of the source count distributions. We note that i

-1(4%)84 605(?‘5)3 7 31(3)37 (A_') (?) the flux range 107 — 2 x 10 *3erg cnr?s™* our distribution
1470 474027 31465 ) ) tends to lie apove the results frqm thHM—COSMOS andChan_1p
1443 287417 27944 . . surveys. One importantfiiérence in our analysis (and also in the
14.40 268.416 27119 - - AXIS survey) is that our source count distributions include both
14.10 132.91.0 16715 - - point and (modestly) extended sources, while the disiobst
-14.04 111.20.9 14283 31563.2° 9431 from theXMM-COSMOS andChamp surveys are for point sources
-13.85 65.20.7 8674 181219 8911 only. Indeed if we exclude the sources detected in our aisalys
-1380 57.@¢0.7 7521  155.61.7 8628 as extended, then a better agreement between our resuttseand

-13.50  21.#04 2871  54.6:0.7 5443 XMM-COSMOS survey is obtained, although the shape of the dis-
-13.20 8.6 0.2 1057 17.6:0.4 2172

1290 38 0.2 308 £ 3 0.9 204 gtjt;\ljg;n is still somewhat steeper than the one from¢hemp
-12.60 1.20.1 138 1.6:0.1 213 . . .
1230 0401 53 04+ 01 55 L the 2-10 keV band a deta_|led comparison is made more
(1) Energy band flux in log units. (2) Cumulative angular agnsf ~ difficult by the fact that the feective area of the X-ray detec-
sources in units of deg above a given flux in the 0.5-2 keV energy tors typically varies substantially across the band, whiay
band. (3) Number of sources above given flux in the 0.5-2 kedfggn  introduce systematic errors in the comparison of the refudn
band. (2) Cumulative angular density of sources in unitsegf4 different instruments. For example, because of the lbactve
above a given flux in the 2-10 keV energy band. (3) Number of@ area of the X-ray detectors on-boatthandra above~8 keV,
above given flux in the 2-10 keV energy band€Cumulative angular  pyblishedChandra results are limited to the 2-8 keV band. In
density of sources at the flux limits of our survey in the 0¥ and AppendiXB we compare the source count distributions in the 2
2-10 keV bands. 10 keV and 2-8 keV energy bands for our sources. There is in
general a good agreement between these distributionaugltho
the slope of the source counts below the break is marginatty fl
in the 2-10 keV band the measurements do not go deep enotegtfor the distribution in the 2-8 keV band. In addition tlesults
to properly define the shape of the distribution below theakre from theXMM-COSMOS survey in the 2-10 keV band are based on
The cumulative angular density of sources in the broad gnegpurce detection in the 2-4.5 keV energy band, and hence thei
bands at dferent fluxes is given in Tablé 3. analysis could be missing a population of sources with vargh
We have compared our results with previous finding$-ray spectra. Additional discrepancies between sourcetso
from deep and shallow representative surveys (see [Eig_ m)ay be explained by the fierent spectral assumption used in
In the 0.5-2 keV band, the form of the source counts b#ieir construction. As we explained in SEc.12.4, this cotildc
low ~10**ergcnt?s! has been determined previously fronthe measured normalisation of the source count distribatixy
both medium-deep XMMNewton (ELAIS-S1: Puccetti et up to~20%. Finally if we adopt a conservative 10% estimate
al.[2006 XMM-COSMOS: Cappelluti et al. 2007, An XMMNewton  on the absolute flux calibration of the EPIC pn camera, then a
International SurveyAXIS): Carrera et al. 2007) an@Ghandra ~15% uncertainty in the normalisation of the source counts ob
surveys (CDF-N and CDF-S: Bauer et [al. 200Aamp: Kim tained with XMM-Newton might still be present (Stuhlinger et
et al.[2007). Fig[16 (left) also shows the data from Hasinger &.12008).
al. (2005, HMSO05) which is a compilation of results from vari  Despite these caveats the overall agreement between most
OUSROSAT, XMM- Newton andChandra surveys. In general the surveys in the 2-10 keV energy band is better than 10% at
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Fig. 7. Source count distributions in both normalisefetiential (left) and normalised integral form (right) forusoes detected in
the 0.5-1 keV, 1-2 keV, 2-4.5 keV and 4.5-10 keV bands. Theslishow the results of the fitting of the data using a model with
(solid) and three (dashed) power-laws (see Bet. 3.5). Bamsrcorrespond tariconfidence.
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Table 4. Cumulative angular density of sources in the narrow eneagylb.

Flux NG S) N NG S) N NG S) N NG S) N
0.5-1 keV 1-2 keV 2-4.5 keV 4.5-10 keV
(1) &) (3) 4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9)
15.00 417.62.9 20694 - -

-14.93 363.@625 20604 470%¥3.2 21185
-1484 315.822 20394 404428 21059
-14.70 239.41.7 19429 300821 20338 - -
-1443 132211 14856 15761.2 16004 30243.1" 9564
-14.40 122.31.0 14054 144512 15212 272528 9523
-14.10 56.%0.7 7291 58.2 0.7 7452 110612 7980
-14.04 46.3 0.6 6071 47.20.6 6125 89.61.0 7325 - -

-13.85 26504 3501 24904 3286 46.80.7 5022 92221 1895
-13.80 22.80.4 3013 21204 2796 39.606 4407 73.81.7 1867
-13.50 8.20.3 1183 7502 989 12203 1598 22.320.6 1432

-13.20 3.40.2 453 2901 380 4.60.2 534 6.6 0.2 731
-12.90 1401 187 1601 134 1301 175 2301 293
-12.60 0.6 0.1 73 0.4 0.1 55 0.50.1 66 0.20.1 89

-12.30 0.x01 18 0.:0.1 16 0.:01 15 0.201 27

(1) Energy band flux in log units. (2) Cumulative angular dignsf sources in units of deg above given flux in the 0.5-1 keV energy band. (3)
Number of sources above given flux in the 0.5-1 keV energy b@)dCumulative angular density of sources in units of depove given flux in
the 1-2 keV energy band. (5) Number of sources above giverirflthe 1-2 keV energy band. (6) Cumulative angular densityooirces in units
of deg? above given flux in the 2-4.5 keV energy band. (7) Number ofceaiabove given flux in the 2-4.5 keV energy band. (8) Curivelat
angular density of sources in units of dégbove given flux in the 4.5-10 keV energy band. (9) Number afees above given flux in the 4.5-10
keV energy band. Cumulative angular density of sources at the flux limit of survey in the various narrow energy bands.

fluxes < 1013ergcnt?s7L. At brighter fluxes, the largest dis-

crepancy is found when comparing with the results from the '000f 7~ T T T T e
ASCA Medium Sensitivity Survey (AMSS, Ueda et al._2D05) [ 45710 keV bond o COSMOS
which has a normalisation20-30% higher than ours. A higher -

normalisation on th&SCA source counts compared with previ- <" XM 13 deep field |
ous XMM-Newton surveys has been already reported (Cowie gt I — - CDfs 1o 1
al.[2002). Cross calibratiorffects need to be taken into accountg o :

. . . ° r s _-" ]
when comparing results fromftiérent missions and could ex- . i

(!

plain the observed discrepancies. Snowden (2002) inagstig /,//{ '%

the cross calibration betweerfidirent missions, includingscA ¢ 100p___ -~ AN L S
and XMM-Newton and found an agreement betweASCA and = - '
XMM- Newton fluxes at the~10% level. Since this analysis, il
changes in EPIC-pn 2-10 keV fluxes associated with improve-
ments in the calibration have beeri-2%, and therefore the
~10% discrepancy betweet§CA and XMM-Newton EPIC-pn , ,
still holds. We conclude that the observed discrepancy meth

10-I5 .IO-M 1O-|3
spect toASCA source counts cannot be explained as a cross cali- S5tk (679 €M™ 87']
bration dfect alone.

10-!2

Fig.8. Comparison of the measured normalised integral 4.5-10
keV source count distribution (filled circles) with a sample
representative results from previous surveys. Error baree
spond to & confidence.

We also note that the recently published source count distri
butions for sources detected by XMMewton in the Lockman
Hole field in the 0.5-2 keV and 2-10 keV energy bands ar€3 The narrow band source counts
also consistent with our results within 1 too2-at fluxes
<10 '*ergcnr?st (Brunner et al_2008). In order to compardf we compare the 0.5-2 keV and 2-10 keV source counts we see
our source count distributions with previous results atdhix thatthere is a strong dependence of the shape of the distrisu
brighter than those sampled by our analysis we compare with the energy band. A similar trend is found when we compare
the ROSAT All-Sky Survey data in the 0.5-2 keV band (HMS03he source count distributions in our narrow energy bands10
Fig.[@ left) and the HEAO1 A-2 all-sky survey in the 2-10 ke\keV, 1-2 keV, 2-4.5 keV and 4.5-10 keV (see Hiy. 7): the source
band for AGN-only sources (Piccinotti et &l. 1982, [Eify. ehtlg  count distributions become steeper both at faint and bfigke:s
The extrapolation to brighter fluxes of our source countsysh as we move to higher energies. The cumulative angular gensit
that our distributions lie marginally below these resuitsis dis-  of sources in the narrow energy bands #fteient fluxes is given
crepancy can be explained as being due to the fact that survigyTable[4.
using pointed observations (such as this survey) may bedbias In Fig.[8 we show the source count distribution in the high-
against bright sources because the targets of the obsersatest energy range sampled in our analysis, namely 4.5-10 keV.
have to be excluded from the analysis. We also include some representative results from previous s
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veys for comparison: in the 5-10 keV band the results from
ELAIS-S1 (Puccetti et al. 2006), CDF-$1Rosati et al. 2002), i L G Al
XMM-COSMOS (Cappelluti et al. 2007) and the XMMewton 13 At >50 ks
field (Loaring et al[2005); in the 4.5-7.5 keV energy band the 30
XMM- Newton Hard Bright Serendipitous Survey (HBSS, Della
Ceca et al. 2004) anaiXIS (Carrera et al. 2007); in the 4.5-10 <
keV band the Beppo SAX data from Fiore et al. (2001). In orderé”
to convert the fluxes from these surveys to the 4.5-10 keV enz—,
ergy band we assumed that the spectra of the sources canlbe wé|
represented by a power-law of slopel.6. The corresponding %
factors used to convert fluxes to the 4.5-10 keV energy bamd arz
listed in TabldD. -

At energies>4.5 keV there is still a lack of strong obser-
vational constraints in the shape of the source count Histri
tion, as large discrepancies in the results for both theeshag L . L
normalisation of the distribution are evident. In some sdhés 104 1013
amounts to-30%. Because thetective area of the X-ray detec- S, 5 101ev €70 CM? S7]
tors at these energies is relatively small, the number ofcasu
involved in these analyses is correspondingly limited. ddia
tion, a~10-20% uncertainty in the normalisation can arise due
to the uncertainty in the absolute flux calibration of thetrims M . >15
ments and the spectral shape chosen in the count rate to fiux co 1"s,
version (see SetL.2.4). The latter, however, cannot fulpfaam f’ v £>50
the observed discrepancies in the results as most of theyaurv % i
compute their fluxes using the same spectral index. We nate th 5 }}H‘I 113
the measurements of Beppo SAX (Fiore et[al. 2001) are sy« }h $ $ ¥
tematically higher than the results based on XNNdaton data. - 100} 1{? }g [ %% % -

ml2 k5<texp<30 ks
vt <12ks
exp

100

The disagreement with the Beppo SAX results was aIreadyjnoteffj
by Della Ceca et al[ (2004), who suggested thatffigedin the =
Beppo SAX absolute flux calibration ef30% could explain the
discrepancy in the results.

Thanks to our study we can now constrain the shape and
normalisation of the source counts above 4.5 keV over a C s P
reasonably broad range of flux, from10 *ergcnt?s? to 107 1070
~3x 10 ergcnt?s. Note that in the 4.5-10 keV band no Sust0y (679 cm™ 57
break in the source count distribution is detected down & th i
limiting flux of our survey,~14x 10-“ergcnt?s L. This is Fig.9. TQp:_De_pen(_jer)ce of the 4.5-10 keV normallsed_ source
consistent with the results from deeper X-ray surveys whi@punt distribution in integral form on the exposure time of
suggest that the break in the source counts at energies aj@geobservations. Bottom: Comparison of our 4.5-10 keV nor-
~4.5 keV must occur at fluxes5-8x10%ergcn?st (see malised source count distribution in integral fortx(15) with

e.g. Loaring et all 2005, Brunner et &I, 2008, Georgakakis B¢ distributions obtained if lowgrigher detection likelihood
al.[2008). ’ ’ thresholds are used instead. Error bars correspond-tooh-

fidence.

3.4. Confusion, bias and other systematic effects in source

counts .
Therefore we expect thétect of source confusion on our source

We have not corrected our source count distributions for lgeunt distributions to be negligible. Furthermore, dueheriel-
ases associated with the source detection procedure suchatagly high threshold in detection likelihood used in onaly-
Eddington bias, source confusion or spurious detectidnis. | sis (£>15), we expect the fraction of spurious detections in our
therefore important to quantify the potentidfert of these bi- samples to be low. From Fig. 6 in Loaring et al. (2005), a detec
ases on our results. tion likelihood £=10 corresponds to a2.6% fraction of spuri-
First we note that there is excellent agreement betweeus detections in the 5-10 keV band, i.e. the expected number
our results and previous surveys which have gone subdtgntiaf spurious sources per XMMlewton pointing in this energy
deeper and hence are less susceptible to Hiaste at flux bandis~1.1. Because we have increased the detection likelihood
thresholds relevant to the current survey (e.g. Bauer 2084, threshold by 5, the number of spurious sources in our survey i
Cappelluti et al._2007). This suggests that our source adisnt the 4.5-10 keV band isfiectively reduced by >=6.7 x 1073,
tributions are not stronglyfBected by source detection biases. Therefore for our selected threshold in significance ofct&ia,
Source confusion occurs when two or more sources fall ii>15, the expected number of spurious detections per field in
a single resolution element of the detector, and dependseon dur 4.5-10 keV band is' 7 x 10°2 and the total number of spu-
sky density of sources and the size of the telescope beam.risais detections in our 1129 fields8.3. As we have 1895 ob-
shown in Loaring et al.[(2005), the XMNilewton confusion jects in the 4.5-10 keV band the fraction of spurious detedti
limit is reached at a source density-2000 deg?, correspond- in this band is<0.44%. Note however that the computation of
ing to fluxes< 107ergcnt?st in all energy bands. This is the fraction of spurious detections f@e=15 from an extrapola-
well below the flux limits reached by our survey (see Table 1fion of the results fo=10 is probably too conservative, and the
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Table 6. Results of the/? fits to our source count distributions with a model with thpesver-laws.

Energy band Tp T I SP ST K F-test
(keV) (lo'l‘P cgs) (10‘1‘? cgs) (deg) prob. (%)
1) 2 3 4 (5) (6) @) (8)
0.5-1 23400 19T 0% 156700  09/0% 03100 57649  99.99
1-2 2517002 ppgi004 1 74:005 9991015 Epi004  g79r124 g9 g9
2-4.5 2721008 239:004 193013 pp:019 721006 40459 97.3
4510 27298 - - - - 2707323
0.5-2 2441993 2101003 1 61:003 2421019 (gp004  46001"  99.99
2-10 269992 2401091 0967040 409102 124004 (26O 94.3

(1) Energy band definition (in keV). (2), (3) and (4) Powes+iglopes at the brightest, intermediate and fainter fluxegeetively. (5) and (6)
Flux breaks (in units of 18“erg cnt?s™?) at bright and faint fluxes. (7) Normalisation of the modeéach band. (8) F-test significance of
improvement of the quality of the fit with respect to a brokempr-law model. Errors aresluncertainty.

Table 5. Results of the maximum likelihood fits to our sourcef exposures and calculated source count distributionsdch

count distributions with a broken power-law model. subsample. The degree of Eddington bias is not directlyagla
to the exposure time as within each field the flux limit incesas
Energy band T, T; S, K for larger dfaxis angles due to the vignetting. However, we have
(keV) (104 cgs) (deg? defined the range of exposure times within each group broadly
1) (2 (3) (4) (5) enough to account for the variation of the flux limit withincha
0.5-1 2307507 1787007 0.8I50T 713N observation. No obvious changes in the shape of the diitrita
1-2 2437090 1811991 065291  1123*22 are seen suggesting that Eddington bifisats must be rather
2-45 262'502 2247008 1.46'51°  726%%, small (see Fid.]9 top).
45160 269753 « — — 26481138 We also have compared source count distributions obtained
0.5-2 2317000 166799 10601 1249718 when one increases the threshold in the signifi_ca.ce oftileec
ool ool 001 -1 of sources. The results of this test are shown in[Hig. 9 (botto
0.5-2 22955 16395  L00gq 13190, For comparison we have also included the distribution oleti
2-10 265092 2301095 329015 844+33 P

> 10 o E4i001 T o 48264108 using a threshold in the significance of detect{o#10. At L=10
7001 9.2 we see deviations of up to 10 percent with respect to the other
2-10 2550, 119755 07875 70937 curves, suggesting that Eddington bias would have an inflien
(1) Energy band definition (in keV). (2) Power-law slope abtive  if we had adopted this likelihood threshold for our studycm-
flux break. (3) Power-law slope below the flux break. (4) andHEx  trast, the results are entirely consistent for likelihdmasholds
break (in units of 16 erg cnt?s™*) and normalisation in each band. 4f 15 and larger, implying that Eddington bias is smallentbar

Errors are & uncertainty? Best fit parameters from using a single ot ;
power-law.® Best fit parameters from fitting our data together with thésé?ttﬁgcv?lloﬁimrs atthe detection threshold that we haopted

data from the CDF-N and CDF-S.

real fraction is probably marginally higher {-2%, see Watson 3.5. Maximum likelihood fitting to the source counts
et al.[2008). The fraction of spurious detections is largette -
4.5-10 keV band so we can conclude that the fraction of sparig3-2-1- Two power-law fitting model
detections is52% in all our energy bands.

The Eddington bias (i.e. a systematiffset in the num-
ber of detected sources at a given flux) depends on the gn- 15 14 2.1 . g
certainty in the measured fluxes and the shape of the sou xes~10 > 10 Fergem''s _ (see e.g. Cowie et &l. 2002,

A ; Oretti et al[2008, Ueda et &1, 2003, Bauer etal, 2004, Cage
count distributions (Eddington_1313). The steeper the aduly). 2007). We have fitted the unbinnedfdrential source count

counts the stronger the Eddington bias. As shown in I‘Oamng(fﬁstributions using the parametric, unbinned maximumlilike

al. (2005) if a less-conservative detection limit is uséa¢-8), od method described in Carrera etlal. (2007). In Eq. 2 df tha

. . : h
Lhetgggg)%tg?tgf?a?ﬂg ;?ﬁ[&aesse |t2?hge?§géﬁ?sst33rc\?vg$m L er, a Poisson term was added to the 'usual’ maximumdikeli
P : P y P&iGod expression to take into account thetence between the

Eddington bias #ects to be most important in the 4.5-10 ke :
band,Since the background s igher (an thereorefor maou25eY*8 PUTBST of sorces n ench semple and the expectc
at a given flux the corresponding statistical error is higlaed is equivalent to the one used in Marshall et al. (1983) to &t th

?hl}'S é?]g:e f%;%gh?;éges2363)0%]2ttﬁiftg':gigoxéshztveeﬁfgul (%inosity function of quasars. However, the analysis @nésd
9y PTG in Carrera et al[(2007) also takes into account both thesimo

our attention on the impact of the Eddington bias in the miestsu : .
source count distributions in the 4.5-10 keV band. the fluxes of the sources and the changing sky area with flux.

of exposure times our source counts are expected téfbeted IS @ broken power-law,
by Eddington bias over a broad range of flux. We have investi-
gated how the shape of our source count distribution chaifiges {

Number counts below10 keV can be well fitted by broken
power-law shapes with the break in the distributions oéograt

&) s<Sy

Sﬁb (Séb)_rb S>S5,

we use observations with fiiérent exposure times. We divided_AN _
our 1129 observations into four groups havinffatient ranges dSdQ
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Table 7. Intensity of the X-ray background contributed by our soaricethe various energy bands.

Energy band Shin Smax  lcxre(Smin < S < Smax) lcxre fexrs
(keV) (cgs) (cgs) (16*%cgs deg?) (10*%cgs deg?)

€Y (2 (3) (4) (5) (6)

0.5-1 Q9x 10 102 2.4 2.96 0.81

10712 0.32 0.11

1-2 12x 10 1012 2.5 4.50* 0.55

1012 0.12 0.03

2-4.5 37x101 1012 3.3 7.80 0.42

10712 0.08 0.01

4.5-10 14x 105 1012 2.8 12.4 0.22

1012 0.14 0.01

0.5-2 14x 1015 10712 4.9 7.50* 0.65

1012 0.48 0.06

2-10 Q0x 10® 10712 8.0 20.2* 0.39

10%? 0.39 0.02

(1) Energy band definition (in keV). (2) and (3) Minimum andxamaum flux used in the integration. (4) Intensity of the X-tagckground
contributed by our sources. Note that the quoted valuesdedhe contribution from both clusters of galaxies andss{@&) Total X-ray
background intensity. Errors are-lncertainty. The values indicated with an asterisk are fitoretti et al. (2008). These values were used to
estimate the CXRB intensity in the various energy bandsraisgpa power-law model df=1.4 (see Se€.3.6 for details). (6) Fraction of X-ray
background resolved by our sources.

This model has four independent parameters: the brealSfjux ken power-law model. The same result probably applies also t
the normalisatiorK and the slopes of the fiierential counts at the source counts in the 2-4.5 keV and 2-10 keV energy bands,
bright (['y) and faint (f) fluxes. although in this case the lower significance of improvement i
The results of the fits are summarised in TdBle 5 while tiige fits is probably due to the fact that our survey is not deep
best fit broken power-law models are represented as sokd lienough at these energies to provide strong constraintsen th
in Fig.[d and Fig[lr. Tablgl5 also lists the best fit parametesbape of the distributions below the region of downward cur-
obtained when fitting the current measurements simultasigouvature in the counts.
with the CDF-N and CDF-S counts in both the 0.5-2 keV and
2-10 keV energy bands.
In the 0.5-2 keV band we see that the broken powe?—'

law model provides only a modest fit to the data above iige have used the best fit parameters of our source count dis-
break suggesting that the curvature of the source countsyi#ytions (three power-law model, see Talle 6) to estintfage
the 0.5-2 keV band cannot be well represented by a simpgensity contributed by our sources to the cosmic X-raykbac
broken power-law model. Although in the 2-10 keV band thground'in the various energy bands. The results are prasente
model seems to provide a better representation of the stfapgnorable[7. Here we use the CXRB intensity measurements ob-
the source counts, this is only achieved by allowing a bregfined by Moretti et al.[(2003) in the 1-2 keV and 2-10 keV
at a flux>3x10="ergcm®s ™, well above the value of pands, which are consistent withier with the more recent mea-
~ 10 ergem®s typically found in deeper surveys (see €.ggyrements of the X-ray background intensity obtained by De
Cappelluti et all_2007). We interpret this as an indicatioatt | yca & Molendi [2004) and Hickox & Markevitch (2006). In
the curvature of the source counts also in the 2-10 keV bapgljer to compute the values in our energy bands we assumed
cannot be well reproduced by the broken power-law model. Feispectral model with power-lafi=1.4, which is known to be
the narrow energy bands the broken power-law model pro@degn appropriate representation of the CXRB spectrum at ener-
somewhat better although far from perfect fit to all the data s gjes above 2 keV (Lumb et al. 2002). The shape of the CXRB
(see FigLD). spectrum at energies belowl keV is rather uncertain although
source stacking analyses suggest a marginally softerrspect
(e.g. Streblyanska et al. 2004). We decided to use the saoe va
of I" down to 0.5 keV and therefore the value of the CXRB in-
In order to improve the quality of the fits to our source countsnsity in the 0.5-1 keV band reported in Table 7 could be po-
we performed g7 fitting to the binned dterential distributions tentially underestimated. In Tabé 7 we also list the valaks
using a model with three power-law components. This modile CXRB intensity contributed by sources with fluxes above
has six independent parameters: the break fluxes at bright &0-'2ergcnt?s. These values were obtained by integrating
faint fluxes,SP and S{; the normalisatiork at the bright flux the best fit model of our source count distributions. We estiim
break and the slopes at bright,], intermediateI(;) and faint thatthe uncertainty in the values reported in Table 7 is daeid
(T7) fluxes. A summary of the results of the fitting are given iby systematics (e.g. those associated with spectral asgumsp
Table[6. Column 8 lists the F-test significance of improvemefiux conversions and instrumental calibrations), i.e. roatree
of the fits relative to a model with two power-laws. statistics, and therefore uncertainties in our measuréewéthe

The results for the 0.5-1 keV, 1-2 keV and 0.5-2 keV spectr@XRB intensity should be 5%.
regimes confirm that the curvature of the source counts isethe The source count distributions obtained by Moretti et
energy bands cannot be well reproduced with the standard bab (2003) in the 0.5-2 keV and 2-10 keV energy bands have been

6. Contribution to the cosmic X-ray background

3.5.2. Three power-law fitting model
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Fig. 10. Distributions of the X-ray colour vs. flux for sources detztin our broad energy bands. The contours show the 90%, 75%
and 50% level of peak intensity. Flux limits in the band areveh with a vertical solid line. The X-ray colour for a poweral
spectral model witl'=1.9 and diferent values of redshift and rest-frame absorptigqifNunits of 1¢2cm~2) are represented with
horizontal lines. The error bars at the top of the plots iatiche mean error in the X-ray colour affdrent fluxes.

frequently used to estimate the contribution from brighirses The contours overlaid indicate the 90%, 75% and 50% levels of
to the X-ray background (e.g. Worsley etlal. 2004, Worsley #ie peak intensity while the flux limit in the band is shown by
al. [2005). However, it has already been pointed out that thevertical solid line. The error bars at the top of the plothi-in
Moretti et al. (200B) bright end slopes might be too steep sucate the mean error in the X-ray colour affdient fluxes. The
gesting that bright-end corrections for the CXRB intensityld  X-ray colour for each source was obtained as the normalesed r
be an underestimate (see Worlsley ef al. 2005). We also fouiaof the count rates in the energy bands 0.5-2 keV and 2-10
that the bright end slope of our source counts is flatter than tkeV. In the same figure we also show for comparison the X-ray
value reported in Moretti et all (2003).@8;83). However in colour for a power-law model of photon ind&x1.9 at redshift
the 2-10 keV band our bright end slope is marginally flatter at=0 and z0.7 (the majority of type-2 AGN identified in surveys
though still compatible with the Moretti et al. (2003) valae at intermediate fluxes have redshiftsz7-0.8, see Barcons et
less than & (2.57°339). al.[2007, Caccianiga et al. 2008, Della Ceca étal. 2008) arid v
At energies below-2 keV our sources contribute more tharous amounts of rest-frame absorptiony(N units of 162 cm2).
~60% of the CXRB intensity, while the fraction reduces tdhe peak of the distribution of X-ray colours correspondghto
~40% at higher energies. We also note that there is an imp&rray colour typical for a power-law spectral model with low
tant decline in the fraction of CXRB resolved by our sources abserved X-ray absorption. This result seems to hold forcssu
a function of energy, especially across the 2-10 keV bargjpadetected in both the 0.5-2 keV and 2-10 keV energy bands and
where the value goes down frord0% in the 2-4.5 keV band to at all fluxes sampled by our analysis although there seems to b
just~22% above 4.5 keV. a larger contribution from sources with hard X-ray colourthie
2-10 keV band.

4. X-ray spectral properties of the sources

We have computed the probability density distributions of
e X-ray colour for sources detected in our broad energgdan
y projecting the distributions in Fig. L0 onto the y axise$h

Our analysis has revealed that the shape of the source cisunt
tributions becomes substantially steeper as we move tcehig

X-ray energies. In order to understand the origin of thiea distributions together with the corresponding cumulatligdri-

we have investigated the overall properties of the X-rayf@u v, ions are shown in Fig11. Both distributions peak at alaim
populations detected infiierent energy bands at the fluxes Sa”k-ray colour, however at energies 2 keV sources with very

pled by our analysis. Fig. 10 shows in the form of density di%’oft X-ray colours become less important while sources with

ibutond i Xray coou dsirouion of soutces deected g .rayclours become more imporiant n .11 (ot
' UWe show the corresponding probability density distribugidor

7 In order to account for the uncertainty in both the measutedshd sources detected in the narrow energy bands. These d_ifﬂnbu
X-ray colour, we added the probability density distribatif the X-ray show the same energy depende_nt trends as observed in odr broa
colour-flux of each individual source. This distributionswvaefined as €Nergy bands. Because the typical errors in the X-ray cabur
a 2-d Gaussian centred at the measured value of the X-rayrcatal  the sources araHR<0.1-0.2 in all energy bands_they cannot
flux and with dispersion equal to the corresponding elrrors of the alone account for the observed large dispersion in theildistr
parameters. tion of X-ray colours.
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Fig.11. Top: Probability density distributions of the X-ray colofor sources detected in ffierent energy bands. Bottom:
Cumulative distributions of the X-ray colour for sourcedatted in dfferent energy bands. The vertical solid lines indicate the
X-ray colour for an object at redshiftD.7 with a power-law spectrum of photon indéx1.9 and diferent amounts of rest-frame
absorption (in units of 18 cm2).

The decrease in the apparent fraction of sources with vesiglered as lower limits to the fraction of X-ray absorbeckcts
soft X-ray colours at high energies can be explained by afsigncontributing to the AGN source population affdrent energies
icant decrease in the contribution from non-AGN source$ subecause if the sources are moderately absorbed but at négher
as stars and clusters of galaxies as we move to higher esergstift the signatures of absorption will be outside of thelapple
On the other hand, in the harder band we are less biased igangrgy bandpass, and hence these objects will exhibit tray X-
absorbed sources and hence we expect more absorbed sowwlesirs of unabsorbed AGN.
to be detected at these energies. In order to estimate the con We can also compare the measured cumulative sky density
tribution from absorbed objects from the observed X-rapuaol of sources in the soft energy bands at a given flux with the val-
distributions, we used as a dividing line between unabsbabe ues obtained in higher energy bands at the expected fluxdor th
absorbed AGN the value of the X-ray colour for a source witkource. For example, assuming an unabsorbed power-law spec
spectral slopd'=1.9 at redshift z0.7 and rest-frame absorp-trum with'=1.9 at a flux of 15 x 10 *ergcn?s™t in the 1-2
tion Ny = 4 x 10°cm 2. According to Caccianiga et al. (2008),keV energy barfilwe measure a cumulative sky density in the
the separation between optically absorbed (type-2) and oftand of 231 deg?. The corresponding fluxes in the 2-4.5 keV
cally unabsorbed (type-1) AGN corresponds to an opticamext and 4.5-10 keV energy bands ar® % 10 *ergcnt?s™ and
tion Ay ~2 mag. This value, assuming a Galactig/Aly rela- 2 x 10-**ergcnt?s! respectively. At these fluxes the cumula-
tion, corresponds to a column density; B 4 x 10?1cm2. For tive sky density of sources is 2@ deg? in the 2-4.5 keV band
a threshold corresponding to a power-law spectrum with resind 5@-1 deg? in the 4.5-10 keV band. The implied substantial
frame absorption N = 4 x 10?tcm~2 at redshift 0.7 we find increase in the sky density of objects as we move to higher en-
that the fraction of 'hard’ sources is 0.46, 0.57, 0.74 ark¥ 0. ergies suggests that a fraction of sources in the 4.5-10 ke b
at 0.5-1 keV, 1-2 keV, 2-4.5 keV and 4.5-10 keV respectively.
The corresponding values for the broad energy bands area0.55° The flux was chosen to be high enough to guarantee that the ex-

0.5-2 keV and 0.77 at 2-10 keV. These numbers should be c@gcted flux in the energy bands at higher energies is welleati/flux
limit in the bands.
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out these bandpasses and to extend the study to higherenergi
1000F ' ' ] (10 keV).

0.5-2 . : : .
keV band Although the overall emission properties of the objects in

the 2-4.5 keV and 4.5-10 keV energy bands have changed sub-

& 100F < stantially due to the strong increase in the fraction of atsd
g F } } } e objects at the highest energies, the slope of the source din
o 5 ii 1 tributions in these energy bands has not varied signifigaintl
o P | dicating that the cosmological evolution of the sourcescted
\‘}\l . { f in the two energy bands must be quite similar.
= 10 g } o XMS stars

r = BSS stars

- Clusters (Rosati+98)

1 P | P | A
10-'5 10-'4 10-'3 10-'2
[erg em™2 s7"]

SCr,Ev-? keV

Fig.12. Normalised source count distribution in integral forn®. Implications for CXRB synthesis models
for stars in the 0.5-2 keV band from two XMMewton

serendipitous surveys at high galactic latitudds <20°): the L

XMM- Newton Medium Sensitivity SurveyX¥s, circles) and 2-1- The contribution of stars and clusters

the XMM-Newton bright survey XBS, squares). The dashed line

shows the best fit to the 0.5-2 keV source count distribution f
clusters from Rosati et al. (1998). Error bars correspontbto
confidence.

Before comparing our source counts irffdient energy bands
with the predictions from current CXRB synthesis models we
need to account first for the contribution from non-AGN to our
samples of X-ray sources. The two most important contritsuto
are clusters of galaxies and stars, especially at brighedaxd

must have a spectrum harder than the assurséd power-law. ¢ X-ray energies.

Furthermore, the substantial increase in the sky density the

2-4.5 keV to the 4.5-10 keV band indicates tha0% of the

sources detected in the 4.5-10 keV band must have absorbing

column densities high enough (10?2 — 10?2cm™2) to signifi-

cantly reduce the observed flux in the 2-4.5 keV band. This is

consistent with the shape of the probability distributidiXeray

colours presented in Fig.111. The highdiig@ency of selection 1. Source counts for clusters: In order to account for cluster
of type-2 AGN at energies4.5 keV has already been reported contribution, we have used the 0.5-2 keV source count dis-

(Caccianiga et al. 2008, Della Ceca ef al. 2008). tribution for clusters from Rosati et al. (1998), that cattre

The overall emission properties of the objects change with flux range from~ 10-*ergcnr?s to ~ 10 *?ergcni?st
the energy band, but it is unclear whether tHi®et is entirely (see Fig[IR). We have checked whether our source detec-
due to the fact that we are sampling dfelient spectral range  tion algorithm is able to detect all clusters at these fluxes
at different energies or we are detecting an intrinsicalijedi (either as point like or extended). In order to do that we

ent population of sources as we move to higher energies. The cross-correlated our sample of objects detected in the 0.5-
fraction of non-AGN sources decreases as we move to higher 2 keV band with the 50 clusters from tH&M-COSMOS
energies. This has arffect on both the distribution of the X-  survey (Finoguenov et al._ 2007) that lie in the area cov-
ray colours, as shown previously and, as we will see in[S&. 5. ered by our survey. We found that 18 of their clusters
on the shape of the source count distributions. At energies have been detected in our 0.5-2 keV band, 8 as extended
keV we find that~5% of the sources detected in the 4.5-10 keV and 10 as point like sources. We detectedX¥N-COSMOS

band were not detected in the 2-4.5 keV band, however the ma- clusters with 0.5-2 keV fluxeg 10 **ergcnt?s™ (5 as
jority of 4.5-10 keV sources were detected both in the 2-\ ke  point like sources and 8 as extended sources), while only
(=99%) and 0.5-2 keVX88%) energy bands. Thus, we do not ~13% XMM-COSMOS clusters with 0.5-2 keV fluxes below
have any strong evidence that highly absorbed AGN with nb sof ~ 10'*ergcnt?s™! are in our sample (all detected as point
flux dominate the source counts in the harder energy bands. Th like objects). Although the numbers involved are very small
changes in both the overall emission properties of the ¢tbjec this test demonstrates that the assumption that all chister
and the shape of the source counts &egént energies are best  with fluxes~ 101 erg cnt?s™* are included in our samples
explained by the varying mix of the population of objectsiét d is reasonable.

ferent fluxes and energies and th&elient sampling of the spec-  We also need to estimate the contribution of clusters to the
tra of AGN. The dependence of the contribution frorffetient 0.5-1 keV and 1-2 keV energy bands (the contribution from
populations of objects to the CXRB on the energy band was al- clusters at energies? keV is negligible). Assuming that all
ready noticed by Bauer et al. (2004). However their analysis clusters are also detected in these bands we have resocaled th
based on relatively broad X-ray energy bands (0.5-2 keV and 2 0.5-2 keV distribution to estimate the contribution to #es

8 keV). The use of narrower bands has allowed us to investigat bands. In order to convert the fluxes we have assumed that
the varying mix of dfferent populations of objects and the rela- the mean spectrum of clusters can be well represented by a
tive contribution from absorbed and unabsorbed AGN threugh thermal spectrum with temperatw@ keV, abundancel/3
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Fig. 13. Comparison of the normalised source count distributioriatiegral form in the 0.5-1 keV, 1-2 keV, 2-4.5 keV and 4.5-10
keV bands with the predictions from the synthesis modele@f@XRB of Treister & Urry[(2006) and Gilli et al. (2007): AGMly

(solid lines), AGNrclusterg-stars (dashed lines). Error bars corresponat@dnfidence.
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Fig. 14. Comparison of the normalised source count distributionistiégral form in the 0.5-2 keV and 2-10 keV bands with the

predictions from the synthesis models of the CXRB of Treig&eJrry (2006) and Gilli et al. [(2007): AGN only (solid lines)

AGN-+clusters-stars (dashed lines). Error bars corresponditednfidence.
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and redshit0.2 @@apec model in Xspec, Arnaud 199%) its dependence on luminosity. In the Treister & Urry (2006)
model, F « (1 + 2%, and its dependence on the X-ray lu-
2. Source counts for stars. We have calculated source counminosity is linear, from 100% at = 10*ergs? to 0% at
distributions for stars using the data from two XMM-Ly = 3x 10*ergs?. Onthe other hand, in the Gilli et al. (2007)
Newton serendipitous surveys at high galactic latitudels{ model no evolution of is assumed and the dependenck ai
20°): the XMM-Newton Medium Sensitivity SurveyXMS; the luminosity is much flatter than in the Treister & Urty_(B)0
Barcons et al._2007) and the XMMewton Bright Survey model. The significantly dierent assumption, relating to the in-
(XBS; Della Ceca et al. 2004, Caccianiga et[al. 2008). Thansic absorption properties of AGN inherent in the two ralsd
XMS survey covers a total sky area of 3.33 tlemd it has would suggest that the predictions of the two models might di
spectroscopically identified all stars in the sample (15 oker, especially at low energies where the results are ntteetad
jects) down to a 0.5-2 keV flux 1.5x 10 *ergcnm?s™. by X-ray absorption fiects. We see in Fi. 13 that the predicted
On the other hand thH&BS covers a total sky area of 28.1 deg source counts from the two models are very similar above 4.5
and has a complete sample of stars (49) down to a 0.5-&&V, especially at the fluxes sampled by our surveytddénces
keV flux ~ 7x 10~**ergcnt?s™L. Stars at the fluxes sam-between the two model predictions become more clear as we
pled by our analysis have mainly low temperature thermalove to lower energies. The two most importartatences are:
spectra (see e.g. Della Ceca et al. 2004, Lopez-Santiago, et : . .
a?. 2007)(. There%ore 0.5-2 keV fluxes were scgled to our \Q/Ja}—' At bright fluxes the Treister & Urry (2006) model predicts a
ious energy bands assuming a thermal model with a temper- larger number density of AGN than the Gilli et &l. (2007)

ature of 0.7 keV. The 0.5-2 keV source count distributions M0del- The @ect becomeismore ||;r1picl)rtant at low ener-
for XMS andXBS stars are shown in FifLL2. gies. For example, at 10°ergcm“s— the Treister &

The contribution of stars to the 2-4.5 keV and 2-10 keV Urry (2006) model predicts 25-35% more AGN (depending

energy bands at high galactic latitudes is much less certain on the energy band) than the Gilli et al. (2007) model.

; ; At all fluxes the slope of the source counts is flatter in the
because of the lack of data at these energies. Accordingto 2" ¢ g . : >
the XBS survey, the cumulative sky density of stars in the Treister & Urry (2006) model than in the Gilli et al. (2007)

above bands at a flux of 1 ergcnr?s (where the sur- model (in the sense that the implied valugldfis lower).

vey is complete) is 0.240.09 deg?. We have used this value  The comparison of our measured source count distributions
to estimate theféect of stars on the observed source cougith the predictions from the two models is shown in Eig. 18 an
distributions in the two hard energy bands at bright fluxesig.[T4. We show both the AGN-only predictions from the mod-
(see Sed. 512). Because stars have a thermal soft spectgsolid lines) and the predictions after adding to the AGMy
their contribution to our source counts should decrease sigurce counts (in the 0.5-1 keV, 1-2 keV and 0.5-2 keV bands)
nificantly as we move to higher energies and abe¥e5 the contribution from non-AGN sources (clusters of galasird
keV their contribution is negligible (Barcons et al. 2007stars) as explained in Séc.b.1.
Caccianiga et al. 2008). At energies below 2 keV and at bright fluxes
(> 10*ergcnt?s!) the measured source count distribu-
tions lie significantly above model predictions for AGN-gnl
This appears to be due to the fact that at these energies the
In principle synthesis models of the CXRB incorporate a# thcontribution from non-AGN sources, mainly stars and clisste
available information about the mean spectral properties aof galaxies, is not negligible. We estimated that the cbotion
cosmological evolution of the sources. Therefore a corspari from stars and clusters to the X-ray source population aszs
of our observational constraints with their predictions give from ~13-22% at fluxes> 10**ergcnm?s™ to ~44-54% at
us some insight into the origin of the observed trends in tfieixes > 103ergcn?s™ in the 0.5-2 keV band (the exact
source count distributions. Conversely, any deviatiomefrhea- Vvalue depending on the CXRB model used to calculate the
surements from the predictions, might indicate the needeor fractions). The netféect of stars and clusters on the shape of
finement of the model assumptions. the source counts is that the bright slopes of the distogti
We have compared our data with the predictions fro@e substantially flatter compared with the expectationmfr
the synthesis models of Treister & Urry (2006) and Gilli ethe models for AGN-only sources. Once we include the con-
al. (2007). These models havefdrent recipes for the X-ray tribution from stars and clusters the predictions of the eted
luminosity function and assume somewhaffetient distribu- are in better agreement with our results, although both itsode
tions of X-ray absorption. One fundamental ingredient estn Seem to overpredict the observed source counts by 20-30%
models, is the fraction of obscured AGR, its evolution and at the brightest fluxes sampled by our survey (although with
the caveat that the exact contribution of stars and clusters
® From the bolometric luminosity-temperature relation, astér galaxies has some uncertainty). Below 2 keV and at faint fuxe
with a temperature-3 keV has a luminosity~ 10%ergs?. If the (< 10**ergcn?s™!) both models overpredict the source
cluster is at a redshift of 0.2 the expected observed flux bl counts. The ffect is more important from the comparison with
~3x10'*ergcm?s?, i.e. in the range of fluxes sampled by outhe Gilli et al. [2007) model, resulting in a discrepancy luoé t
survey. From the cluster luminosity function objects wittry high  data with the model predictionsl0-20%.
temperature 410 keV) are relatively rare,.whlle for a flux Ilmlted In the 2-4.5 keV band and at bright fluxes the Gilli et
survey the volume sampled for less luminous clusters (hevitle ) (560G7) model seems to underpredict the source counts. We
low temperatures) is small. This implies that flux limitednays have estimated the contribution from stars in this energyba

are expected to be dominated by clusters with typical lusities . )
~ 1073 E 10%ergs? (i.e. with tempe¥atures3_4 keV). K,Fl)ore luminous &t bright fluxes using the results from tHBS survey as spec-

clusters ¢ 10°5 erg s2) will be relatively rare, and, at the flux level sam-ified in Sec[S.L (@1+0.09 de_gz at 10*ergenm?s™). We
pled by our survey, they will be at high redshife(%) and hence they find that the net ect of stars is to increase the source counts
will exhibit X-ray spectra very similar to the more commoess lumi- at 103ergcnt?s™t by ~11% with respect to the AGN-only
nous objects (Henry et al. 1991). distributions, obtaining a much better agreement of the ehod

5.2. Comparison with CXRB synthesis models
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predictions with our data. On the other hand, at faint fluxes w
find that both models overpredict the 2-4.5 keV source cdumnts

sumptions made in converting count rates to fluxes can also
introduce some additional scatter particularly above 2, keV

10-20%, as we found from the comparison of the source counts where the &ective areas of the X-ray detectors vary strongly

at energies below 2 keV.

with the energy.

In the 2-10 keV and 4.5-10 keV energy bands the agre@. Maximum likelihood fits to our distributions have been-car

ment of our data with the predictions from the models for
AGN-only is better than 10%. Only in the 4.5-10 keV band do
the model predictions seem to slightly underpredict ours®u

ried out using a broken power-law model. A break in the
distributions is detected in all energy bands, except in the
4.5-10 keV band, where our survey does not go deep enough

counts at the faintest fluxes sampled by our analysis. This ef to detectthe change in slope of the distribution. Howewer, t

fect could be explained if the break in the source countsim th

results of the fits indicate that the measured curvature of ou

energy band is located at lower fluxes than those predicted by source count distributions cannot be well fitted with a sim-
the synthesis models as suggested from deeper X-ray surveysple broken power-law shape. A model with three power-law

(s5-8x10%ergcnt?s™, e.g. Loaring et al. 2005, Brunner et
al.[2008, Georgakakis et al. 2008). Thiéeet of stars on the
source counts in these energy bands is negligible.

We find that the CXRB models overpredict by 10-20% the
source counts at energies below 4.5 keV and at faint fluxés. It

components provided a significantly better representation
the shape of our distributions across the set of energy bands

3. We find that our source count distributions become signif-

icantly steeper both at high and low fluxes as we move to
higher energies, where we have shown that the contribution

important to note that the models have been tuned to be iragre from objects with hard X-ray colours becomes more impor-

ment with theChandra Deep Field source counts at faint fluxes,
but these appear to be only marginally highet@%) than those
estimated by our analysis. The results of the comparisogesig

tant. We explain this on the basis of a varying mix of the
population of objects at fierent fluxes and energies and the
different sampling of the spectra of AGN. Stars and clusters

that the synthesis models might be overpredicting the numbe of galaxies become significantly less important as we move
of faint absorbed AGN as has been reported in the past by pre-to higher energies, while sources with hard X-ray colours

vious surveys (e.g. Piconcelli et al. 2002, 2003, Caccemig
al.[2004). This would call for fine adjustment of some model pa
rameters such as the obscured to unobscured AGN ratjorand
the details of the distribution of column densities at inter

become substantially more important at high energies. We
did not find any strong evidence that AGN with no soft flux
dominate the source counts at the highest energies sampled
by our survey.

diate obscuration (N= 10?2 — 10?2cm2) and the dependence 4. We have compared our distributions with the predic-

of these on the X-ray luminosity afat redshift (see e.g. Della
Ceca et al. 2008).

6. Summary and Conclusions

We have used the largest samples of X-ray selected source

available to date to provide strong observational condsai

on the X-ray source count distributions over a broad range of

fluxes and at dferent X-ray energies. Our source lists were built
from 1129 XMM-Newton observations at high galactic latitudes,
lbl> 20°, covering a total sky area of 132.3 defVe have fo-

cused our study on four 'narrow bands’ and the two 'standard’
energy bands, 0.5-2 keV and 2-10 keV, where we have in exces
of 30,000 sources. Our data encompass roughly 3 decades o

flux, from ~ 10 *°ergcent?s™ to ~ 107 *?ergcent?s! at ener-

gies<2 keV and more than 2 decades in flux at higher energies,

>2 keV, from~ 101*ergcn?st to ~ 10 *2ergent?s™t. Our
sources contribute more tha$0% of the CXRB intensity at en-
ergies below~2 keV and~40% above~2 keV (although there
is a marked decline in the fraction of CXRB resolved across th

2-10 keV bandpass). Thanks to the large size of the samples em

ployed, our results are not limited by cosmic varianffeas or
low counting statistics. For the first time we have been able t

S

tions from the CXRB synthesis models from Treister &
Urry (2006) and Gilli et al.[(2007) which assumefdrent
absorption properties for the underlying population of AGN
Once we account for the contribution from clusters and stars
at bright fluxes, the models seem to overpredict by 20-30%
the source counts at energies below 2 keV. However our cor-
rection for the contribution from stars and clusters might
contribute to the observed discrepancy. The two CXRB mod-
els predict diferent shapes for the source count distributions
at faint fluxes, however both models overpredict our source
counts (especially the Gilli et al. 2007 model) by 10-20% at
energies below 4.5 keV and at faint fluxes. This result sug-

sgest that the synthesis models might overpredict the number
fof faint absorbed AGN. On the other hand the models seem

to underpredict our 4.5-10 keV source counts at the faintest
fluxes sampled by our analysis. This could be explained if,
as suggested by deep X-ray surveys, the break in the source
counts in this energy band is located at lower fluxes than
those predicted by the models. The high statistical precisi

of source counts will allow fine tuning of some model param-
eters such as the obscured to unobscured AGN ratiand
the details of the distribution of column densities at inter

diate obscuration (N = 10?2 - 1673 cm?).

investigate how the changing population of X-ray sourcesy@ Acknowledgements.

move to diferent energies, modifies the shape of the measured ] ] . ]
This work is based on observations obtained with XMM-

distributions. The main results are summarised below:

Newton, an ESA science mission with instruments and contribu-

1. A comparison with previous representative surveys at thiens directly funded by ESA Member States and NASA. SM,
fluxes of interest shows overall a good agreement. Thaed JAT acknowledge direct support from the UK STFC re-
largest discrepancies from the comparison were found sgarch council. FIC and JE acknowledge financial support by
bright fluxes> 10"*ergcnt?s™1, where the results of the the Spanish Ministerio de Educacion y Ciencia under ptojec
majority of the surveys are limited by low counting statisti ESP2006-13608-C02-01. RDC and AC acknowledge financial
Although cross-calibration issues between missions migtupport from MIUR, grants PRIN-MIUR 2006-02-5203 and
contribute to the scatter, especially at energigskeV, we from the Italian Space Agency (ASI) , grants f08806/0. We
have seen that it cannot fully explain some of the observéthnk the referee D. Alexander for providing comments timat i
discrepancies. We have also shown th&edént spectral as- proved this paper.
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Appendix A: Empirical sensitivity maps calculation

A detailed description of the method used in this work to ob-
tain the sky coverage as a function of the X-ray flux is given in
Appendix A in Carrera et al[ (2007). Briefly, assuming Paisso
statistics hold, it is possible to determine, for a giveredgbn
likelihood, £, the source detection threshold at each sky posi-
tion. The minimum count rate that a source must have in order
to be detected at a certain position is given by solving theeq
tion:

— l0g(Ppgdim(> (bgdim+ cr poisimx expim)) = £

wherebgdim and expim are respectively, the total background
and mean exposure time within a circle of 5 gdietdius (the
effective size of the FOV used to calculate the parameters for
each object) at the source positid@r.poisim is the minimum
count rate that the object must have to be detected with &-dete
tion likelihood £ at the source position. TisaS task that creates
the source lists we have used for our analysiddetect, per-
forms a maximum likelihood fit to the distribution of counts o

10 The images were created with a 4 arcsec pixel side.
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Fig.A.1. Count rates given by themldetect SAS task vs pure Poissonian count rates (in units of ci$. §'he best fit to the

observed distributions is also shown with a dashed line.cbmtours show the 90%, 75% and 50% level of peak intensity.
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the sources in the images convolved with the PSF of the teleV the dfective area of the EPIC-pn detector is very low, but
scope at the source positions. Therefore, the count rateevalthe background is high, so extending the energy band from 10
resulting fromemldetect are not Poissonian. However, as it ikeV to 12 keV is expected to reduce the signal to noise of the
shown in Appendix A of Carrera et al. (2007), there existia li data.

ear relationship between the Poissonian count ratgmisim, Some previous results, mostly using data fréhandra are

and those obtained bgmldetect, RATE. The same linear re- based on a selection of sources in the 2-8 keV band, so we also
lationship RATE = LI x crpoisim) is found in our data and show the distribution obtained from our source detectiothis
therefore we have used it to correct empirically from all norband for comparison. The source count distribution in tHe 2-
Poissonian fects introduced bgmldetect to the values ofr- keV band seems to have a marginally flatter slope below the
poisim (see Fig[CA.ll). The corrections we have applied to tHeeak than the distribution obtained for sources detecteta
Poissonian count rates are listed in Tdble] A.1. We note that 2-10 keV energy band.

though the correction is small in all cases, it is nevertseleery

significant.

Appendix B: Soft and hard 2XMM source counts

The source detection pipeline used to make2k® catalogue
was run on data from the three EPIC cameras (MOS1, MOS2
and pn) and on five efierent energy bands simultaneously: 0.2-
0.5 keV, 0.5-1 keV, 1-2 keV, 2-4.5 keV and 4.5-12 keV.

In principle it is possible to combine source parameters
(fluxes and detection likelihoods) fromftérent energy bands in
order to obtain soft (combiningXMM energy bands 0.5-1 keV
and 1-2 keV) and hard (combininzkMM energy bands 2-4.5
keV and 4.5-12 keV) band parameters. Detection likelihoods
in the 0.5-2 keV £23) and 2-12 keV {£45) energy bands are
obtained by combining the detection likelihoods in the viah
ual energy bands via the recipe in theldetect documenta-
tion. Firstemldetect detection likelihoods.(;) have to be con-
verted to probabilitiesf;): Loz = —log(1 - P(v/2, L, + L3)),
whereP is the incomplete Gamma function anés the number
of degrees of freedomi=4 for point sources and=5 for ex-
tended sources. The valu.é'§are obtained solving the equation
Li = —log(1-P(v/2, Li')). In this case=3 for point sources and
v=4 for extended sources. Fluxes are obtained adding the fluxes
from the individual energy bands.

Source count distributions derived from the combin&dM
bands can be compared with those obtained from running the de
tection algorithm directly on the 0.5-2 keV and 2-10 keV band
data. Fig[[A.2 shows the result for the soft energy band and
Fig.[A.3 for the hard energy band. Fluxes have been converted
to the 2-10 keV band using the scaling factors in Table 2.

We see that in the 0.5-2 keV band the distributions obtained
following the two approaches look very similar, the only-dif
ference being that the distribution from the combined baasl h
a marginally higher normalisation at bright fluxes and a flat-
ter slope at fluxes below the break. The latter is maybe due to
the fact that detection likelihoods obtained when comlugjrifre
2XMM bands are systematically lower than those obtained from
the single band analysis:2 units lower) so the combination of
the bands results in the loss of a small fraction of the s@urce
detected at the very faint limit of the observations (whexedi
likelihood threshold is applied).

However important dferences are seen in both the shape
and normalisation of the 2-12 keV source counts with resjgect
the distribution obtained for the 2-10 keV bdh¢see Fig[AB).
The origin of the diferent results is probably due to a combina-
tion of various €ects, such as fferent background levels and
different source properties. It is important to note that abéve 1

11 The dfective area of the XMNMNewton detectors decreases rapidly
above~5 keV and it is very low above 10 keV, hence we expect that
the results in the 2-12 keV band will notffér significantly from those
in the 2-10 keV band.
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Fig.A.2. Comparison of the normalisedftéirential (left) and integral (right) source count disttibas for sources detected in the
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2XMM sources were obtained from the combination of parametens the2XMM energy bands 0.5-1 keV and 1-2 keV. Error bars
correspond to & confidence.

1000 [ -

(s, deg™]

25
14

dN/dS S

1000wt

¢ 2XMM 2-12 keV
* New—det 2—8 keV
s New—det 2—10 keV

107"

SZ-!O keV

EPPSEE
[erg em™2 s7"]

o2

1000
&
o
(3]
)
n <
o
w
L
z
100

T
e 2XMM 2-12 keV
* New—det 2—-8 keV
+ New—det 2—-10 keV

‘1.0"‘

SZ- 10 keV

‘10"3
[erg em™2 s7"]

Tlo-1

Fig. A.3. Comparison of the normalisedftérential (left) and integral (right) source count disttibns for sources detected in the

2-10 keV band from our source detection (triangles) anddarees from th@XMM catalogue (circles). Source parameter<2KXiM

sources were obtained from the combination of parametens fhe2XMM energy bands 2-4.5 keV and 4.5-12 keV. We also show
for comparison the source count distribution in the 2-8 keidobtained from our source detection (stars). Error barespond

to 1o confidence.



	Introduction
	Data processing and analysis
	The XMM-Newton observations
	Source detection
	Selection of sources
	Count rate to flux conversion factors
	Sky coverage calculation

	The source counts
	Calculation of source count distributions
	The broad band source counts
	The narrow band source counts
	Confusion, bias and other systematic effects in source counts
	Maximum likelihood fitting to the source counts
	Two power-law fitting model
	Three power-law fitting model

	Contribution to the cosmic X-ray background

	X-ray spectral properties of the sources
	Implications for CXRB synthesis models
	The contribution of stars and clusters
	Comparison with CXRB synthesis models

	Summary and Conclusions
	Empirical sensitivity maps calculation
	Soft and hard 2XMM source counts

