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ABSTRACT

A strong hard X—ray luminosity from a blazar flags the presesfa very powerful jet. If the
jet power is in turn related to the mass accretion rate, thgt tlnminous hard X-ray blazars
should pinpoint the largest accretion rates, and thus tigesablack hole masses. These ideas
are confirmed by th&wift satellite observations of the blazar S5 0014+813, at thshittd

z = 3.366. Swiftdetected this source with all its three instruments, fromadptical to the
hard X-rays. Through the construction of its spectral epeligtribution we are confident
that its optical-UV emission is thermal in origin. Assouaigtit to the emission of a standard
optically thick geometrically thin accretion disk, we fintlack hole masa/ ~ 4 x 101°M,
radiating at 40% the Eddington value. The derived mass isngntioe largest ever found.
Super—Eddington slim disks or thick disks with the preseufca collimating funnel can in
principle reduce the black hole mass estimate, but tendidyme spectra bluer than observed.

Key words: Quasars: general — radiation mechanisms: non—-thermal —agarays: theory
— X-rays: general

1 INTRODUCTION the high energy peak to the low energy one. According to ttes s
nario, the most powerful blazars should have their peakisarfar

IR and in the~1 MeV bands. The latter peak should also carry the
bulk of the electromagnetic output. This has two importartse-
guences: i) the hard X—ray luminosity, being close to thekpea
large; ii) the non—thermal (synchrotron) radiation of thetfpeak

. - . (being in the far IR) does not hide the accretion disk radratieak-
to estimate the black hole mass (albeit with some unceigaintin ing at optical—UV frequencies. Therefore in these kind aizars

recent years thg $|oan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) of .galaamis we can study the radiation from the accretion disk directge(e.g.
quasars is providing the largest quasars samples swtalsl@dy Landt et al. 2008; Maraschi et al. 2008; Sambruna et al. 200W®
]Ehe ?.laCk holle magfhof ?ju?f?rs\,/ aﬂd how thelé_(;forrestp(;r:‘dgmg M last and important steps link the observed luminosity topieer
;nnc(?el(rztr']’)er:/q(;%eos dvrcl) egta'msatle .theeblaecrke huoslz ria;sert? n d'( mmrre carried by the jet (in bulk motion of particles and fields) ahd

! . ! S, Dy ayr jet power to the mass accretion rate. The latter point, byaed
preting the optlcal_—UV_qux of asource as the emission preduy by Rawlings & Saunders back in 1991, has been since then con-
a standard accretion disk, namely a Shakura—Sunjaev (@78} firmed by other groups and using different methods (e.g. Gelo

COIO%:/d'jk’tﬁ.m'ttmg as zafblack—]l?()I:jy atl ez-tc:l annulus.' bl al. 1997; Cavaliere & D’Elia 2002; Maraschi & Tavecchio 2003
€ do this exercise for carelully selected sources: Sambruna et al. 2006; Allen et al. 2006; Celotti & GhiselR008;

are very luminous in hard X-rays, above 10 keV. The rationale S . .
for this choice is the following. We know that the spectrat en Ghisellini & Tavecchio 2008, 2009; Kataoka et al. 2008).

ergy distribution (SED) of blazars is characterised by twoad
humps, whose peak frequencies ¥if, ) are a function of the ob-
served bolometric luminosity of the blazars (the so calleldzar
sequence”; Fossati et al. 1998; Ghisellini et al. 1998)geapow-
ers correspond to smaller peak frequencies and more doogrtdn

Most of the estimates of the black hole mass in quasars makefus
the width of broad emission lines in their spectra and an aogbi
relation between the luminosity of the ionising continuund éhe
size of the broad line region (BLR; Kaspi et al. 2007, Bentalet
2006, 2009). This, plus the assumption of virial velocitigdows

From the above it is clear that having a sample of distant FS-
RQs detected in hard X—rays allows to pinpoint the most &ccre
ing systems, and thus large black hole masses and largdiancre
rates. The recently published list of blazars detected byBitrst
Alert Telescope (BAT) onboard thBwift satellite (Ajello et al.
2009, hereafter A09) has provided the first well construstedple
suitable for our aim. It contains 26 Flat Spectrum Radio @tsms
* Email: gabriele.ghisellini@brera.inaf.it (FSRQs) and 12 BL Lacs detected during three years of survey i
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the 15-55 keV range. One of those, S5 0014+843=( 3.366),

is exceptionally bright in the optical band. Adopting a catogy
with Oy = 0.3 andQa = ho = 0.7 we have, in the optical,
vL, ~ 10*® erg s!. This is the source discussed in this paper,
with the aim to find the mass of its black hole and the corredpon
ing accretion rate.

2 THE BLAZAR S5 0014+813

This FSRQ was discovered in the radio band by Kuhr et al. (1,981
and it was soon noted as exceptionally luminous in the dptica
(Kuhr et al. 1983). The spectrum taken by Sargent et al. (1989
had a (extinction corrected) slope®@f= 0.8 [F(v) « v~ %] long-
ward of the Ly line of equivalent width of 158\. Fried (1992)
find no excess of foreground galaxies in the direction of thedr,

so disfavouring the hypothesis of gravitational lensings hot po-
larised in the optical (Kuhr et al. 1983), and showed venydrojb-
tical variability (max Am ~ 0.15 in 9 years; Kaspi et al. 2007).
At a Galactic latitude i48.8°, it suffers from a non negligible op-
tical extinction. Schlegel et al. (1998) lists(B — V) = 0.19,
corresponding toly = 0.62.

This blazars was discussed in detail by Bechtold et al. (1,994
that also analyseROSATdata and showed the overall SED. These
authors estimated the black hole mass on the basis of theabpti
UV luminosity, that was however severely underestimated.

The results of theXMM—-Newtonobservations on 23 Aug.
2001 are presented by Page et al. (2005). An absorbed pamer—|
of photon indexX™ = 1.61+0.02 best fitted the data, with a column
NESY = (1.8 £0.19) x 10?2 cm™2 located at the redshift of the
source, in addition to the Galactic one. The [0.3-10 keV] fhas
Fx =5.6x10"*2 ergcm 2 s, corresponding td x ~ 6x10%7
erg s *. Observed with VLBI, it showed no superluminal motion
(Piner et al. 2007).

3 SWIFT OBSERVATIONS AND ANALYSIS

due to our better screening and the improved calibrationisroA
ken power law (withVy fixed to N52') better fits the data (at the
99.99% level), with a break at, = 1.0 + 0.2 keV and slopes
I'n = 1.1+0.2andTl’; = 1.43 4+ 0.04 below and aboveFy,,
respectively (see Fifl 1).

UVOT (Roming et al. 2005) source counts were extracted
from a circular regions” —sized centred on the source position,
while the background was extracted from a larger circularimg
source—free region. Data were integrated with theot imsum
task and then analysed by using theot source task.

The observed magnitudes have been dereddened according to
the formulae by Cardelli et al. (1989) and converted intodhiky
using standard formulae and zero points from Poole et aOgR0
The source was detected In, B and U (observed magnitudes

= 16.43 £ 0.05; B = 17.57 £ 0.06 andU = 18.2 + 0.1,
not corrected by extinction), while only upper limits wetgtained
in the remaining three filterd VW1 > 19.4; UV M2 > 19.6
andUVW?2 > 20.0, 3o limits).

4 THE SPECTRAL ENERGY DISTRIBUTION

Fig.[d shows the SED of S5 0014+813. The BAT data correspond
to the average flux of the 3 years survey, while the UVOT and XRT
data are the sum of three pointed observations. The greyyempt
symbols are archival data, while filled grey symbols andkthic
(optical) segments are from Bechtold et al. (1994). The mige
points are from IRAS (Moshir et al. 1991) and 2MASS (Cutri et
al. 2003). The solid lines correspond to our modelling (ssewv).
This source is not in the list of blazars detected in the fliste
months ofFermi (Abdo et al. 2009). We have estimated the cor-
responding upper limit shown by the arrow. There must be & pea
between the BAT and theermienergy range. There is a slight mis-
match between the level of the BAT flux and the extrapolatiomf

the XRT spectrum, while thkMM—-Newtondata well agree with
the XRT ones. The BAT/XRT mismatch can be easily accounted fo
by considering that all blazars are very variable sourcesite the
XRT/XMM-Newtorcoincidental resemblance) and the BAT flux is

Swiftobserved S5 0014+813 in January 2007. We analyzed thesea 3-years average, while the shown XRT spectrum is the sum of

data with the most recent softwassii ft _Rel3.2 released as
part of theHeasoft v. 6.6.2.The calibration database is that
updated to April 10, 2009.

three observations within three days.
The optical-UV spectrum is dominated by a a narrow bump,
that we interpret as the emission produced by the accretgk d

The XRT data were processed with the standard proceduresThis is substantiated by three facts: i) the broad emissiws lof

(XRTPIPELINE v.0.12.2). Source events were extracted in a
circular region of aperture- 47", and background was estimated
in a same sized circular region far from the source. Respoiase-
ces were created through thetmkar f task. We analysed the sin-
gle observations separately and also summed them togEtue.

the source are well visible (e.g. Sargent et al. 1989; Béd!etoal.
1994; Osmer, Porter & Green 1994) and are therefore not sedmp
by the non—thermal continuum; ii) there is a general consets
interpret the overall non-thermal SED of blazars, from telR
to~—rays, as due to a single population of electrons. If so,dlee r

spectrum was analysed through XSPEC with an absorbed power—tively steep emission above the high energy peak is madeduy el

law with a fixed Galactic column densitVG® = 1.32 x 10*

trons that emit, by synchrotron, a correspondingly steegtspm

cm~2 from Kalberla et al. 2005) The computed errors represent in the IR-optical-UV band. This leaves the accretion disknco

the 90% confidence interval on the spectral parameters. $tdib
photon index of the summed spectrum Was- 1.36 £0.11 with a

ponent unhidden. iii) A synchrotron and inverse Compton ehod
that reproduces the observed fluxes in the UVOT optical-Ud¥ an

x> = 16 for 19 degrees of freedom and an observed (de—absorbed)~MeV bands fails to reproduce the very hard optical spectithat |

flux Fx = 5.3 x 1072 (Fx = 6.1 x 107*) ergcni2 s7L. All
guantities are calculated in the [0.2-10 keV] band.

We have also re—analysed tK@IM—Newtonobservation us-
ingthesSAs software (v. 9.0.0).After screening the data

has a slopd”(v) o ©°] (although the non—simultaneity of the IR—
optical data leaves some uncertainties).

Then we model the optical-UV flux by a standard multi—
colour accretion disk, with a temperature profile given Be(s.g.

for high background phases, we have a net exposure of 11 ks.Frank King & Raine 2002):

Fitting the 0.2-10 keV energy range with a power law we obtain
I = 1.44 £ 0.05, with N{;°** = 6 x 10*' cm™2 (in addition to
N§®™), harder than obtained by Page et al. (2005). This is likely

4 3RsLq
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Figure 1. SED of S5 0014+813 together with the fitting models, with pa-
rameters listed in Tahl 1. UVOT, XRT and BAT data are indidaby red
symbols, while archival data (form NED) are in light grey.eTagenta
square symbols are IRAS and 2MASS data points. The dottedidithe
emission from the IR torus, the accretion disk and its X—ragona. The
blue and orange lines are the sum of all components. The tvazindiffer
mainly for the location of the dissipation region of the jetitside (blue) or
inside (orange) the BLR.

where Lq 77Mc2 is the bolometric disk luminosityRs is
the Schwarzschild radius anghig is the Maxwell-Boltzmann
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Figure 2. Zoom of the SED of S5 0014+813, The three dashed lines cor-
respond tal.,y = Lgqq for three black hole masses (40, 20 and 10 billion
solar masses, from top to bottom). The three solid lineespond ta.y =

0.4 Lgqq for the same three black hole masses. The blue line corrdgpon
M = 4 x 109 andLq = 0.17Lgqq. Note thatM = 4 x 10'9Mg

can reasonably account for the two states of S5 0014+813waubim 1993
(Bechtold et al. 1994; grey symbols and line) and in Jan 268¥gymbols).

A still smaller accretion rate can (approximately) accofantthe 2MASS
data.

constant. The maximum temperature (and hence the peak of the

disk vF, spectrum) occurs aR ~ 5Rs and scales a%nax
(La/Lgaa)"/*M~/*. The total optical-UV flux givedq [that of
course scales d4.4/Lraqa) M]. Therefore we can derive both the
black hole mass and the accretion rate.

The results of changing both are shown in . 2, where we
show the accretion disk luminosity for a black hole of 10, 20 a
40 billion solar masses accreting at the Eddington or at 0% 4
of the Eddington rate. Wit/ = 4 x 10'° M, we can reproduce
reasonably well both the current state observed by UVOT hed t
old data discussed by Bechtold et al. (lﬁ)ZI)he two states would
then differ because of the different accretion rate.

In Fig.[d we show two theoretical models, one accounting
for the BAT data, but overproducing thelO keV flux, the other
accounting for the entire XRT andMM—-Newtondata range but
under—producing the BAT flux. The two models, bracketing the
XRT and the BAT states, are obtained with a minimal change of
the values of the input parameters (listed in Tab. 1). Thie lif-

ferences have no impact on our conclusions. We used the model

discussed in detail in Ghisellini & Tavecchio (2009), aauting for

the presence of many sources of photons located exterathet
jet. We would like to stress that the use of a particular jetlehds

not crucial for our discussion. What is important is thatdp&cal—
UV emission is dominated by the accretion disk emissioneéut]
as Fig[1 shows, the non—thermal emission from the jet dortas
only for a few per cent of the total flux.

1 Note that Bechtold et al. used a cosmology wiflg = 100 andgo =
0.5, giving a smaller distance than used here.
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5 DISCUSSION

5.1 Comparisons with other black hole mass estimates

The value oft x 10*° M, for the black hole of S5 0014+813 is un-
precedented for a radio—loud source. Among quasars studied
the velocity width and continuum luminosity method, theeersis
to a be a saturation value aroufidx 10°-10'° M, (Shen et al.,
2008), with very few black hole masses abd@® M, (see also
Vestergaard & Osmer 2009; Vestergaard et al. 2008; Kellgtére
gaard & Fan 2008; Natarajan & Treister 2009).

For one specific quasar, Q0105-2634, Dietrich & Hamann
(2004) estimated a black hole mass(éi.4 + 12.2) x 10'° My
using the H line width and the luminosity/BLR size in Kaspi
et al. (2000), but for the same object the estimate decrdases
(5.2 £1) x 10° Mg using the Mgll line and the McLure & Jarvis
(2002) BLR size/luminosity relation. This testifies thegamuncer-
tainties related to this method of estimating the black Inndesses.

Our method is free from this kind of uncertainties, but rlie
mainly on three assumptions: i) the emission of the disktdpam
a cos 6 term, is isotropic; ii) a standard (optically thick, geomet
rically thin) disk and iii) a black—body emission at eachiusd
While the latter assumption is conservative (since thekblaody
is the best radiator, it is bound to give a lower limit to theikd
masses and accretion rates), the first two hypotheses danser
affect our mass determination. We will first discuss the ol
tions of having found such a large mass, assuming that 40rsl|
solar masses is the real value, and then we will discuss hawn-a n
standard disk can impact our mass estimate.
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Raiss M RpLr P Lg B ' 6 " “Ymax $1 52 logP; logPg logP. logPp
(1] [2] [3] [4] [8] (61 [71 [8] [o1 [10] [11] [12] [13] [14] [15] [16]

9.6e3 (800) 4el0 4.9e3 0.1 24e3(0.4) 0.22 16 3 70 3e3 -1 2.3.3 46 46.6 457 47.4
4.8e3(400) 4el0 4.9e3 0.1 24e3(04) 154 11 3 60 3e3 -1 3.6.1 46 47.4 44.5 47.1

Table 1.Parameters used to model the SED. Col. [1]: dissipatiomudigt in units ofl0'® cm and (in parenthesis) in units &%; Col. [2]: black hole mass in
solar masses; Col. [3]: size of the BLR in units1@f'®> cm; Col. [4]: power injected in the blob (in the comoving freynin units of10%® erg s~1; Col. [5]:
accretion disk luminosity in units of0*° erg s~ and (in parenthesis) in units @fgqq; Col. [6]: magnetic field in Gauss; Col. [7]: bulk Lorentz fac at
Ryg;ss; Col. [8]: viewing angle in degrees; Col. [9] and [10]: breskd maximum random Lorentz factors of the injected elestr@ol. [11] and [12]: slopes
of the injected electron distributior®f(y)] below and abovey,; Col. [13]; [14]; [15] and [16]: jet power in the form of radian, Poynting flux, bulk motion
of electrons and protons (assuming one proton per emittéwren). These powers are derived quantities, not inptegmpaters. For a detailed description of
the parameters and the model see Ghisellini & Tavecchio(R00

5.2 Consequences of the huge black hole mass estimate Finally, Woo et al. (2008) proposed that, at a fixed velocity
dispersion, the MBH scales with redshift @s+ z)*. This means
that, at large redshifts, we can find larger MBH within hostthw
smaller bulge and halo masses. We then use the Tremaine et al.
(2002) relation to findr = 257 km s~!, corresponding td/,.1o =

3.5 x 102 M. This relatively small halo mass corresponds to a
very large surface densit{z ~ 6000 deg 2.

We can conclude that the current predictions for the number
density of the largest MBH are far from conclusive, essdgtize-
cause we are far in the exponential tail of the distributjcarsd
small changes of the host properties can dramatically ahdmg
predicted numbers: while the first two estimatesSbare not far
from the limits derived from our (single) object, the lasiotare
either too small or too large.

The fact to have found such a huge black hole mass in a blagar ha
a simple and profound implication: since we selected it etthsis

of the beamed non-thermal hard X—ray continuum, there naust b
many other sources like S5 0014+813 that are pointing inrothe
directions, with a much fainter (de—beamed) non-thermason.

The relative number scales B$>100, wherel is the bulk Lorentz
factor of the jet. These misaligned sources are unnotiegatthe
X—ray andy—ray bands, but since the accretion disk is unbeamed
(andif its emission is isotropic), they should be detectable ifrcapt

all sky surveys, like the SDSS. Assuming that there are 100cses

as optically bright as S5 0014+813 in the 30,000 tfegf the sky
excluding the Galactic plane with| < 15°, the surface density of
these objects is of the order Bf ~ 3.3 x 1073(I"/10)? deg2. We

can estimate how many of these sources the SDSS can detect. Fo
the part of the sky already monitored and covered by spexipys

by the SDSS (i.e. 5,700 square degrees for quasars) we exf8ct
sources like S5 0014+813. Having a few objects that are ahdee
that luminous, the SDSS results are in this respect borge(é.g.

Vestergaard 2009). . . . 5.3 Super-Eddington disks
We can also compare these estimates with the expectations of

different models/correlations relating the black hole sn@4BH) The observed large optical luminosity is at the base of oaclbl
with the velocity dispersiomr, the mass of the host galaxy bulge hole mass estimate. While we can exclude that it is dominayed
and its dark mass halo. beamed jet emission, we discuss here the possibility tiainder-
Assume first that the relations among these quantities are lying accretion disk producing it might by non—standardthe lit-
redshift-independent. Then, from Tremaine et al. (2002),B1 erature, two main alternatives have already been propgsednet-
of 40 billion M, should correspond te = 824 km s, and ac- rically thick and radiation supported disk, for super—Eudyidon ac-
cording to Ferrarese (2002) this yield$,.1o = 6.7 x 103 M. cretion rates (Jaroszynski, Abramowicz & Paczynski 198@)the
Adopting a Press & Schechter law we derle~ 0.07 deg 2. so—called slim disk, with accretion rates close to the Egldin one

Alternatively, we can derive the mass of the host bulge by ap- (Abramowicz et al. 1988). The latter can emit a super—Eddimg
plying the relationMen,s ~ 1.68M iz 1, proposed by Haring  luminosity because the advection of the flow helps gravitgus-
& Rix (2004), finding My, uge = 1.4 x 10" Mg . This Mi,uee can tain the radiation force, but are characterised by a reltismall
be related tor by assuming the “fundamental plane of black holes” height to radial distance ratid4(/ R) that does not allow a strong
proposed by Hopkins et al. (2007), findiag~ 10° kms™*, and so collimation of the produced radiation. The foreseen erois# not
Myao = 1.3 x 10 My, corresponding t& ~ 7 x 10~* deg 2. a pure black—body, but a a modified one, since electron stejte

The above estimates assumed that the correlations betweeris very important. This implies larger temperatures thathénstan-
black holes and their host are redshift-independent. Heryé¢he dard case (Szuszkiewicz et al. 1996), that might be a prollem
Mpu—Myui4. and theM g p—o correlations might evolve with the  our case, due to the relatively severe upper limits in the UV.

cosmic time, as suggested by McLure et al. (2006); Peng et al. In the thick disk case, instead, the emission is locallyelos
(2004); Treu et al. (2004); Woo et al. (2006). Mc Lure et a(q@) Eddington, but the presence of a narrow funnel can collirhase
suggested that the ratil s rr /Miuige Can evolve agl + z)°. In electron scattering) the radiation produced deep in therifmnel
this caseMpuige ~ 2.3x10'2 M. Through the fundamental plane  into a narrow cone. Observing at small angles from the axihef
we finde ~1800 km §* and Mya1o = 5.1 x 104 M. This large funnel, we can then have the impression of a super—Eddirgton
halo mass makes the surface density to dro@te- 2 x 107° minosity (up to a factor of 10-20). However, as detailed irdsia
deg 2. Note however that such a high velocity dispersion is rather (1988), it is the high frequency radiation that is boostesl rirost
extreme, implying a very dense bulge, with a size~of3 kpc, (being the one produced mostly in the inner funnel), and ¢his
within a very large halo. be a problem in our case.
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