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ABSTRACT

Aims. We aim at probing the emission mechanism of the accretingraupssive black holes in the high redshift Universe.
Methods. We study the X-ray spectrum of ULAS1120641, the highest redshift quasar detected so faratd85, which has been
deeply observed (340 ks) by XMM-Newton.

Results. Despite the long integration time the spectral analysigm#téd by the poor statistics, with only 150 source countisidpe
detected. We measured the spectrum in the 2-80 keV resef(@r8-10 keV observed) energy band. Assuming a simple plamer
model we find a photon index of 2£0.3 and a luminosity of 670.3 13 erg s in the 2-10 keV band, while the intrinsic absorbing
column can be only loosely constrainedy(N 107 cm2). Combining our data with published data we calculate thatX-ray-to-
optical spectral indexoy is1.8:0.1 .

Conclusions. We expanded to high energies the coverage of the spectrgjyedistribution of ULAS11260641. This is the second
time that a z>6 quasar has been investigated through a deep X-ray oliservat agreement with previous studies e6f&zAGN
samples, we do not find any hint of evolution in the broadbamet@y distribution. Indeed from our dataset ULAS 112641 is
indistinguishable from the population of optically brightasar at lower redshift.

1. Introduction

High redshift AGNs are important probes of the Universe at th
end of the Dark Ages, before or around the time when the fir
stars formed. Characterising their multi-wavelength prtips
allows us to investigate the formation and early evolutibthe
super massive black holes (SMBHSs) and their interactioh wit
the host galaxies.

In the last decade wide area optical-IR photometric survey:
succeeded in finding a statistically significant numbebQ)
of AGNs at redshift 5.4z <6.4 (Fan et al. 200€; Jiang et al.
2009; [ Willott et al.| 2010b). Complementing these data with
IR spectroscopy for a subsample of 10 quasars, Willottlet al
(2010a) derived the mass function at6; which can be
used to constrain models of SMBH evolution (Di Matteo et al.
2008; Marconi et al. 2008; Shankar et al. 2009; Volonteri®01
Recently, Venemans etlal. (2013) discovered thrgeZ quasars
in the opticaliR VIKING 332 deg survey, setting a lower limit
of 1.1 Gpc?® on the density of SMBH with mass larger thar?10 *

M, at 6.5<z<7.5 . . .
. : . Fig.1. The 4’ kernel smoothed XMM-Newton MOS image of
h _Fe)v(v of these_ h'.gh re_cli_'rs]hm 5ﬁurcesbhave bgen Studd']?d tqrg%%ﬁASHZQLGM region of the sky in the (observed) 0.5-2.0 keV
eIr A-tay emission. 1hree have been observed 1or 1Y gund. The white and magenta circles show the source and back-

ks by Chandra with 5-20 photons collected for each o : : PR :
(Shemmer et AL 2006). For the only SDSS J1R4 at 26.3 rb‘?ound extraction regions of Y@nd 32'radius, respectively.

a deep (100 ks) XMM-Newton observation has been carried

out and a spectroscopic study has been reported (Farrah et al

2004). The statistical X-ray properties ok8<6 AGNs have jes indicated that the quasar broadband energy distribinics
been studied so far only by stacking samples of several ssurgiot significantly evolved over cosmic time, at least out 6z
(\ﬁgnall etal. 2005] Shemmer etlal. 2()06) Overall theSd-StUmdeed, the mean X_ray Spectra] S|ope atxis indistinguish_
able from the local population, while the ratio between UM an
Send offprint requests to: alberto.moretti@brera.inaf.it X-ray is consistent with the values observed at lower retishi
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Orbit date nom. exp. fé exp (MOS,PN)
2281 | May 23 2012 111.0 75.98, 69.69
2294 | Jun 18 2012 122.9 101.5, 86.95
2295 | Jun 202012 97.67 83.27,64.61

Table 1. XMM-Newton observation log. In the third column we
report the nominal exposure times in ks, while in the lashcoi

we report the fective exposures (after data cleaning) used in
the spectral analysis for both instrumentgie€tive exposures
are identical for MOS1 and MOS2.
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In this paper we discuss the deep XMM-Newton obser-
vation of ULAS J11260641, the highest redshift quasar de-
tected so far (27.085). It has been discovered in the UK 107

1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

Infrared Deep Sky Survey (UKIDSS) and deeply studied by : phofon index ]
means of deep VLT and Gemini North spectroscopic obser- L ‘ T

vations (Mortlock et al. 2011). Starting from an absolutegma 1 10

nitude of My4sq45=—26.6:0.1 and using a correction of 4.4, Energy [keV]

Mortlock et al. (2011) estimated a bolometric luminosity of

2.4x10%’erg s, while the mass of the accreting black hole hapig, 2. Black and red points and lines show the MOS and PN data

been measured to be 23§ x10° M, (Mortlock et al. 2011). and models, with the relativeolerrors. We detect significant

This implies an Eddington ratio of 1j2§ (Mortlock et al: 20111). emission up te- 3 keV. For the clarity of the plot, data are binned

Very recently De Rosa etlal. (2013) refined the estimate of tireorder to have a@ significance in each bin. Arrows show the

black hole mass and of the Eddington ratio by means of a n@w- upper limits. In the lower inset thiy? is shown for diferent

VLT /X-Shooter deep observation. They measured a massvafues of photon index. In the upper inset e contour plot is

2.4"32x10° M, and an Eddington ratio of 0.5. shown as a function of the photon index and thg & the 68%
ULAS J1126-0641 has been also observed in the 1-2 GHmnd 90% confidence level (for 2 parameters of interest).

band byl Momijian et al.. (2014) who set an upper limit on the

ratio of the observed radio to the optical flux densities eDFb-

4.3 (depending on the assumed radio spectral index alphsdch observation and EPIC camera, we extracted the 10-12 keV
Therefore, irrespective of the assumed spectral indexsdbece  |ight curves and filtered out the time intervals where thétlig
J1120-0641 at z= 7.085 is a radio quiet quasar. curve was 2 above the mean. For the scientific analysis we con-
The very fact that a:210° M, black hole exists 750 million sidered only events corresponding to patterns 0-12 anerpatt
years after the Big Bang strongly constrains the mass ofébé s0-4 for the EPIC-MOSMOS2 and EPIC-pn, respectively. We
from which it developed, which cannot be lower thatl6® Mo ended up with 260.75 and 221.25 useful ks for the MOS and the
, unlelss it grew by means Qf thousands of me_rging evgnts wibhy, respectively (Tabl1).
massive star remnants (Willott 2011). Exploiting the detec We restricted our spectral analysis to a circular region cen
of the [CII] emission line from the host galaxy, Venemanslet ared on the optical position of the source (RA: 11:20:01.48
(2012) were able to estimate the star formation rate (18D-48EC:06:41:24.3) with a radius of 20 corresponding to 55%
o yr'Y), the dust mass (0.7@0°Msun) and an upper limit on of the encircled energy fraction at 1.5 k&vThe background
the dynamical mass of (3@0'%sin i)* Mo). While the spec- \as extracted from an adjacent circular regieh( times larger
trum I’ed-WaI‘d Of the Ly IS a|mOSt IﬂdlStIﬂgUIShable from |0Wer (F|gm) In the source region and in the 0.3-2.0 (03_10) bbv
redshift quasar, the blue-ward part brings to an estimateef served energy band, the source is 45% and 30% (28% and 10%)
neutral fraction of the IGM 0£-0.1, which is 15 times higher of the total (sourcebackground) signal, for the MOS and the
than z~ 6 (Mortlock et al! 2011; Bolton et &l. 2011). PN respectively, while using a wider extraction region vebrg-
~While writing this paper, another work presenting the anaky|t in an unacceptable sigftadckground ratio. We extracted the
ysis of the same dataset, has been posted on arXiv (Page ejafa from the same regions for both the MOS detectors and for
2013). We will discuss the fierences between their analysis anghe PN, summing together the six MOS and the three PN spectra

ours throughout the paper. . respectively (together with the calibration matrices)tdtal the
Throughout this paper we assume=H0 km s* and estimated source counts registered by the MOS and PN in the
Q,=0.73 and2n=0.27. 0.3-10 keV band are 86 and 71, 95% of which are below 3.0

and 2.0 keV respectively, (Fig.2).
2D UsingXspec version 12.7.1 (Arnaud 1996), we modelled the
- Data MOS and PN spectra with a simple absorbed power law, the

XMM-Newton observed ULAS11200641 in three dierent or- absorption factor being frozen to the Galactic value x3.(°

bits in the period from May 24th to June 21st 2012 for a total ™ >) @ measured by the HI Galaxy map (Kalberla €t al, 2005).
340 ks (Tab1L ). The data are publicly available from the XMNpPeCtra were grouped ensuring a minimum of one count for each
science archi. EPIC data have been processed and clean@@ and the best fit was calculated using the C-statistics. We
using the Science Analysis Software (SAS ver 13.0.1) and 4Aund that the best photon index is 1:9€ (errors are quoted -
alyzed using standard software packages (FTOOLS ver. .6.13)68% confidence level) and the flux in the 0.5-2.0 keV band is
The data were filtered for high background time intervals; f@-3'13 x10%erg st cm 2 (Tabl2).

1 http://xmm.esac.esa.int/xsa; Pl: M. Page 2 httpy/xmm.esac.esa.ifexternaixmm_usersupporfdocumentation
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2.4F 3
N 51x10%°  (frozen) cm2 2.2F } =
norm. 4.16x107 (3.65-4.70) keV'sicm? > E ]
ph.ind. 1.98 (1.72 - 2.26) 2 2oF —{— %— E
Flux[0.5-2] keV | 9.310%® (8.2-10.6) ergscm™2 < 1.8F E
Lumin [2-10]keV | 6.7 10* (6.4-6.9) erg st L eE =
d.o.f. 637 1 45 E
C-stat _ 693 _ _ : 5 5 4 5 6 .
Table 2. Best fit parameters. The uncertainty intervals reported z
in the second column are at the 68% confidence level.
3.0F ]
32'5;_ AIIUMAEERAR A TRTRR
E2.0é—~~”””ﬂ:’_i-~—‘—“”'“%'
£ ARt 3
. . g sk =
Folding the model with an absorber at the same redshift of " f ]
the sourcefwabs in XSPEC), the 1 upper limit on the intrin-  1.0C ]
0.01 0.10 1.00

sic absorbing column density is $0cm2. Although the red-
shifted iron K, falls in a very favourable energy band (0.8 keV
both for detector energy resolution and response, we cambet

averyloose b upper limit of 0.92 keV (rest-frame) to its eqUiV'(ZOO']) and Vignali et 4l (2005): the blue point is the phdten

alent width. dex of SDSS J103@05 (Farrah et al. 2004); the red point is our
Using the bolometric luminosity reported by Mortlock et almeasure of the photon index of ULASJ138®B41. In all the

(2011), 2.410%erg s*, yields Lpo/L>-10)ev Of 36172, Where cases the assumed model is a simple powerlawer panel:

the errors account only for the luminosity uncertainties. photon index versus Eddington ratio. The yellow area regss

Our spectral slope best fit is lower than the one reporté€ _correlation together with its scatter foundlby Risaital.
by[Page et al[ (2013), who find ZE%; (1 o errors). Although (2009) while the green shaded area is from S_hemmer etal.
more significant considering that the measure are not indep&013) and Fanali et al. (2013), respectively. Red pointwstthe
dent since we used the same dataset. A possible origin of tAi§sent measure of the photon index of ULASJI@81 1, with
discrepancy is a dfierent estimate of the background. It is welfhe Eddington ratio estimate by De Rosa et al. (2013). Trw err
known that the X-ray background cosmic variance produces B@" is calculated accounting for the zero point uncerta(@ty5
extra systematic term to be summed to the poissgstatistical dex) of the relation used to compute the BH mass (De Rosa et al.
uncertainty/(Moretti et al. 2009). Moreover the instrumenin- K
ponent, which is a substantial fraction of the EPIC backgdia
not spatially uniform on the detector (Kuntz & Snowden 2008)

To check our measure against its hon-poissonian varigtioas

repeated our analysis varying five times the size and th¢iposi 3. Discussion

of the background extraction region: we found that the five-ph

ton indexes best fit values are in the range 1.6-2.3 with a mean. X-ray photon index

of 1.9. Therefore we cannot exclude that &eatient background

Ed;:iingfon ratio
i?ig. 3. Upper panel: photon index versus redshift. Black and
green points are resull.ts of stacking analysis from Jut et

estimate is the cause of thdf@rence between our spectrosco ; . ; .
P b uced by the inverse Compton scattering of the accretidn dis

measure with respect to the one reported by Page ¢t al.| (201 X :

. UV photons by the electrons in the corona (Haardt & Maraschi

We note that our flux measure in the 0.5-2.0 keV band[i$97). Therefore the X-ray spectrum can be used as a direct

1.5 times ¢ 2 o) higher than the one reported by Page et ghope of the physical mechanisms acting very close to thekbla
(2013). As the background in the soft band is almost two tim@gje |n particular, the slope of the X-ray spectrum gives di
the source, this discrepancy can be explained by a 20-30% difct information about the energy distribution of the aleas
ference in the background normalization estimate. Thiairag in the corona. The typical AGN X-ray spectrum above 2 keV
suggests that the probability that thefelflence between the 2¢an pe well described by a simple power law with a pho-
measures is due to a background fluctuation is not negligible 1o index of~ 2 with a 10-20% dispersion either considering

ULAS1120+0641 has been observed by Chandra for 15ahly data below 10 keV (Tozzi et ial. 2006; Mainieri etlal. 2007
ks, in February 2011 (Observation-id 13203). We analysed tMoung et al. 2009; Corral et &l. 2011, e.g.) or including leigh
processed (level 2) event file available from the Chandensei energies|(Burlon et al. 2011; Rivers etial. 2013, e.g). As sev
archivél. Due to the short exposure only 4 source counts haeeal previous studies (Vignali etlal. 2005; Shemmer et #0620
been collected in the 0.5 -2.0 keV band. Assuming the sgectdast et all 2007) did not find any detectable evolution of the
parameters measured by XMM-Newton, we would expect 245N photon index change with redshift up to~z5, we ex-
counts in a 15.8 ks Chandra observation, consistent witblthe pect that ULAS11280641 photon index would be consistent
served data. Thus, at variance with Page et al. (2013), wedo with the collective properties of lower redshift populatso(up-
find a significant variation in the flux level of ULAS1120641, per panel of FigI3). Indeed the measure of 18§§is well con-
between the Chandra and XMM observations. sistent with the typical 2.0 and a 10-20% scatter . The oriigot
direct measure of a6 AGN X-ray photon index is- 2.1+0.1
(Farrah et al. 2004), while the stacking analysis of a saraple
24 z>4.5 quasars yields 1.98.2 (Vignali et all 2005).

i§ccording to the AGN standard model, X-ray photons are pro-

3 httpy/cda.harvard.edohaset
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ray luminosity is relatively lower for UV brighter AGN (Fig.
2.2¢ ] [4). In agreement with these results, we find that ULAS 143D
' Vignali et al. (2005) . ] aox is consistent with lower redshift &<5) optically selected
- 1 bright QSO | (Vignali et al. 2003h, 2005; $fen et al. 2006;
Just et al. 2007) which have similar UV luminosities. Moregv
1 we find very good consistency with the extrapolation to brigh
] UV luminosities of the ly—L v correlation as measured in the
] X-ray selected AGN COSMOS _(Lusso et al. 2010) and XBS

2.0F

ox

_ . (Marchese et al. 2012) samples (FiY. 4).
i ° 1 Accordingly with what is found for thexox parameter, we
12 ° e . note that the value of the X-ray bolometric correctiogy,kde-

[ : 1 fined as the ratio between the X-ray and bolometric lumiressit
1.0r °° 7] (361j$, is well consistent with the expectation for quasars at
L ] this level of X-ray loudness (Lusso et al. 2010; Marchesé.et a

08p ‘ | Lot fzom) ] 2012). In particular, using the relation found|by Marchesalle
26 08 20 29 (2012), log (ko) = 1.05 - 1.52xox+1.291éx we expect a bolo-
L,(2500A) [erg s™' Hz™'] metric correction of 387 with a & scatter of 54 (corresponding

to 14%), which is in very good agreement with our measure.

Fig.4. The aox versus UV monochromatic luminosity of
ULAS1120+0641(black point), compared with four fEbr-

ent samples, both X-ray (Lusso ef al. 2010; Marchese et 4l.Conclusion
2012) and optically selected (Vignalietal. 2003b, 200%

Shemmer et al. 2006) this paper we report on the deep X-ray observation of the

guasar ULAS11200641. This is the second time that the X-ray
spectrum, and, in particular, the direct measure of thegrhot
A relation between the Eddington ratio and X-ray spectréidex of an AGN at redshift z6 can be measured. We found
slope has been found by several authors usifigrint sam- that the X-rays contribute only for the 0.3% to the bolonetri
ples (Shemmer et Hl. 2006; Risaliti ef al. 2009; Jin &t al.Z201energy output of this source. Both the X-ray spectrum and the
Fanali et al 2013; Brightman etlal. 2013); see the lower panéray-to-optical spectral index are consistent with thepar-
of Fig[3. A plausible physical interpretation of this cdatéon ties of bright quasar samples optically detected at lovasit.
is that, at high accretion rates, the disk emission is s'eongghls suggests that the physical mechanism, which is behiad t
and produces more soft photons leading to a mdheient broadband emission of AGNs in the local Universe is already
Compton cooling of the corona and, therefore, to steepeayX-ractive in ULAS1126-064, only 0.75 Gyr after the Big Bang.
spectra. ULAS11260641, with an estimated Eddington ratio of ~ As pointed out by De Rosa etlal. (2013), the systematic un-
0.5 (De Rosa et al. 2013), according to Shemmer|et al. (2008 tainties in the mass determination (0.3-0.55 dex) pridvem
Risaliti et al. (2009) and Fanali etlal. (2013), is expectedave placing robust constraints on the masses of the SMBH seeds. |
an X-ray spectrum slope of 2.0-2.4, which is within the dn- this context the measure of the X-ray spectrum slope prewide
certainty of the actual measure (lower panel of[Big.3). useful extra piece of information since we know that thigslo
is related to the Eddington ratio. Our work shows that this is
the case also for ULAS112M64, for which the X-ray spectrum
3.2. X-ray and UV is consistent with the Eddington ratio independently deteed

The ratio between X-ray and UV-optical emission is expectdtpm the optical spectrum.

to be determined by the relative importance between disk and In the last few years, wide area opti¢® photometric sur-
corona. Therefore it is an important piece of informationetst veys have been able to extend the AGN studies at very high
energy generation models and to constrain the bolometric ctedshift well inside the re-ionisation era and when the oeev
rections. From a purely observational point of view, defeing  lution with their host galaxies has been settling. This hesnb
this ratio is mandatory to compare statistical propertfesam- possible thanks to the detection of very bright and rare ansas
ples which have been selected dtefient wavelengths. The ratiowhich represent the most striking sources of the AGN popula-
between the UV and X-ray emission is usually parametrized Egn, the bulk of which is much fainter. In this context X-ral-

aox A which is the slope of the power law that joins the energgervations would be mandatory to probe the obscured asuoreti
distribution at 2500A and 2 keV. However, building an X-ray selected catalog s8zZAGNs is be-

For ULAS1120-06 we measured a 2 keV rest-fram&ond the capabilities of the current generation of X-raygioiss,
monochromatic luminosity of 7:§2x10? erg s* Hz"%, while Which are limited by a relatively small graspfffective areax
from the IR spectruni (Mortlock et Al. 2011) we derived a 2508e!d of view). The wide field imager (WFI), which will be part
A rest-frame luminosity of 3.410% erg s Hz"L, assuming a of the scientific payload of the Athemamission (Nandra et al.
10% uncertainty. This yields afox=1.78+%10, 2013), recently selected as second large class missionr(Li2g

Vignali et al. [2003a)] Stéen et al. [(2006) and, more re-Cosmic Vision program, will improve the survey velocity lyct
cently,[Lusso et al/ (2010) found that the apparent depemjeﬁrders of magnitude with respect to Chandra. This will altow
of aox on redshift can be explained by a selection bias, af§tect a relevant number (60) of@ AGN employing the same
confirmed that the real dependence is on the UV luminosify<Posure time of the Chandra deep field, four millions sespnd

Indeed all these authors found a significant correlatiomben (Aird eLal2013).

aox and the monochromatic,(2500A) in the sense that the X- At the present time, X-ray follow-up observations of opti-
cally/IR selected quasars are useful not only to calculate the

4 defined asrox = —109(fo5004/f 2ev)/109(V25004/V2KeV) - bolometric luminosity and improve the accretion ratesestes,
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but also to test possible evolution of the physical mechmaaist-

ing very close to the SMBH. For high redshift AGNs this is very
important as the measure of the mass, together with an @stima
of the accretion rates for a statistically significant sasmphn
provide the constrains to distinguish betweeffiedent model of
SMBH formation and evolution (Volontéri 2010).
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