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ABSTRACT

A core sample of 59 unobscured type 1 AGNs with simultaneous XMM-Newton X-ray and UV
observations is compiled from archive to probe the nature of soft X-ray excess (SE). In the first paper
of this series, our focus centers on scrutinizing the spectral profile of the soft excess. Of the sources,
~ 71% (42/59) exhibit powerlaw-like (po-like) soft excess, while &~ 29% (17/59) exhibit blackbody-like
(bb-like) soft excess. We show a cut-off powerlaw could uniformly characterize both types of soft
excesses, with median FE.,; of 1.40 keV for po-like and 0.14 keV for bb-like. For the first time, we
report a robust and quantitative correlation between the SE profile and SE strength (the ratio of SE
luminosity to that of the primary powerlaw continuum in 0.5 — 2.0 keV), indicating that stronger soft
excess is more likely to be po-like, or effectively has a higher E.;. This correlation cannot be explained
by ionized disk reflection alone, which produces mostly bb-like soft excess (Ecut ~ 0.1 keV) as revealed
by relxilllp simulation. Remarkably, we show with simulations that a toy hybrid scenario, where
both ionized disk reflection (relxilllp, with all reflection parameters fixed at default values except for
ionization of the disk) and warm corona (compTT, with temperature fixed at 1 keV) contribute to the
observed soft excess, can successfully reproduce the observed correlation. This highlights the ubiquitous
hybrid nature of the soft X-ray excess in AGNs, and underscores the importance of considering both
components while fitting the spectra of soft excess.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Being among the most powerful sources in the uni-
verse, Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) consistently capti-
vate astronomers due to their spectral complexity and
the uncertainties surrounding their nature (e.g., Cai &
Wang 2023). In X-ray observations, a powerlaw-shaped
primary continuum, typically accompanied by iron emis-
sion lines and a reflection continuum, predominates the
hard X-ray band (> 2 keV). This primary continuum is
widely believed to originate from inverse-Compton pro-
cesses, where a fraction of disk photons are up-scattered
through interactions with a central hot corona (e.g.,
Haardt & Maraschi 1991, 1993). The iron lines (and
the reflection continuum) are produced when a fraction
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of Comptonized photons illuminate different regions of
the accretion disk (e.g., Buchner et al. 2014; Bambi et al.
2021), either the outer parts (narrow Fe Ka line, e.g.,
Patrick et al. 2012), or the close proximity to the central
black hole (broad Fe Ka line, e.g., Reynolds & Nowak
2003; Falocco et al. 2012).

However, the soft X-ray band tells a more com-
plex story. When extrapolating the primary continuum
above 2 keV to the softer band, a discernible excess is
observed in over half of the radio-quiet type 1 AGN pop-
ulation (Bianchi et al. 2009). This “soft X-ray excess”
has long been recognized to exhibit diverse spectral pro-
files (e.g., Gierliriski & Done 2004; Piconcelli et al. 2005;
Grupe et al. 2010), resembling either a blackbody (here-
after bb-like) or a powerlaw (hereafter po-like).

The physical origin of the soft excess remains an
open question, with two prevailing theories — the “warm
corona” and “ionized disk reflection” — currently leading
the efforts to elucidate its nature. In the first scenario,
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a warm, optically-thick plasma, termed “warm corona”,
is believed to boost a certain fraction of disk photons to
the soft X-ray band, thereby creating the observed soft
excess (Magdziarz et al. 1998; Mehdipour et al. 2011;
Petrucci et al. 2013; Rézaniska et al. 2015; Petrucci et al.
2018; Kawanaka & Mineshige 2024). Another variation
of this scenario suggests that the gravitational energy
in the innermost part of the accretion disk is divided
between powering the warm corona (producing the soft
X-ray excess) and the hot corona (producing the pri-
mary continuum) (e.g., Done et al. 2012; Jin et al. 2012;
Kubota & Done 2018). In the second scenario, a rela-
tivistically blurred reflection feature adds an additional
component in the soft X-ray band when the inner re-
gion of the ionized disk is irradiated by a lamp-post hot
corona (e.g., Ross & Fabian 1993; Ballantyne et al. 2001;
Miniutti & Fabian 2004; Ross & Fabian 2005; Crummy
et al. 2006; Merloni et al. 2006; Garcia & Kallman 2010;
Dovéiak et al. 2011; Bambi et al. 2021).

A general approach to understanding the nature of the
soft excess involves fitting the spectra with physically-
motivated models (e.g., Dewangan et al. 2007; Fabian
et al. 2012; Chiang et al. 2015; Jin et al. 2016; Jiang
et al. 2018; Tripathi et al. 2019; Middei et al. 2020;
Xu et al. 2021a,b; Chalise et al. 2022; Waddell et al.
2024). While these models often yield good fitting statis-
tics, they face persistent challenges. Typically, fitting
the spectra of sources with a strong soft excess using
only ionized reflection models requires extreme physical
parameter configurations, including a high spin value
(ax = 0.993), a very low coronal height (h ~ Ryyo,), and
a very high disk density (n. > 10'8 cm™3) (e.g. Boissay
et al. 2014; Garcfa et al. 2019; Xu et al. 2021b). Some-
times fitting with reflection models results in residuals
in the hard X-ray band (e.g., Liu et al. 2020). On the
other hand, in the case of a pure warm corona, coronal
ionization equilibrium (CIE) predicts prominent absorp-
tion lines due to photoelectric absorption (Garcia et al.
2019), which contrasts with the smooth soft excess ob-
served in most AGNs. Recent findings suggest that a
scenario where both warm corona and ionized reflection
coexist has the potential to alleviate these observational
challenges (e.g., Porquet et al. 2018; Ballantyne 2020;
Petrucci et al. 2020; Ballantyne & Xiang 2020; Porquet
et al. 2021; Xiang et al. 2022; Ballantyne et al. 2024).

Observationally, it has long been standard practice
to characterize the soft excess in a large sample using
a single family of phenomenological model, i.e. either
blackbody or powerlaw (e.g., Crummy et al. 2006; Bois-
say et al. 2016; Gliozzi & Williams 2020; Waddell &
Gallo 2020; Ding et al. 2022; Piconcelli et al. 2005; Liu
et al. 2022; Waddell et al. 2024). However, it has been

pointed out that neither a blackbody nor a powerlaw
is able to fully parameterize the soft excess emission in
all PG quasars (Piconcelli et al. 2005), indicating the
absence of a universal spectral shape for the soft ex-
cess. Interestingly, the theoretical work of Xiang et al.
(2022) predicted that when both ionized reflection and
a warm corona contribute, the resulting soft excess will
exhibit a wide variety of spectral profiles. Therefore, it
is essential to extensively examine the variation of the
spectral profile of the soft excess across a large sample
and in individual sources. This approach could uncover
and probe the co-existence of the two components (i.e.,
the warm corona and the ionized reflection), providing
deeper insights into the physical mechanisms driving the
soft excess.

Furthermore, since in the “warm corona” model the
soft excess is tightly connected to UV emission (e.g.,
Petrucci et al. 2013), incorporating UV data alongside
X-ray observations is necessary for these studies. For in-
stance, previous research, utilizing ROSAT PSPC (0.1-
2.4 keV) and IUE data, has reported a strong link be-
tween the soft excess and the accretion disk (Walter &
Fink 1993; Liu & Qiao 2010). Nevertheless, comprehen-
sive investigations that consider both spectral profiles
and broadband correlations are still scarce.

In this series of papers, we aim to probe the nature of
the soft excess using the high-quality X-ray spectra of
XMM EPIC-pn and simultaneous UV data recorded by
XMM OM for a large sample of type 1 AGNs, addressing
the following questions:

1. How does the spectral shape of soft excess vary
within a large sample, and how does it depend on
broadband SED and other parameters?

2. How does the observed soft excess strength corre-
late with broadband emission and other physical
parameters in a large sample?

3. How does the soft excess vary in individual
sources? How are their variations coordinated
with those of broadband emission?

This work (Paper I) is structured as follows. In §2, we
introduce our sample and provide a detailed overview of
the XMM-Newton data reduction process. The methods
for spectral fitting and the criteria for selecting the core
sample are outlined in §3. To provide a direct view of the
soft excess profile, we present the data-to-model ratio,
as well as the “unfolded” soft excess spectrum in §4. In
§5, we offer a quantitative assessment of the relationship
between soft excess shape and strength in the core sam-
ple, alongside comparisons with ionized disk reflection
and the double-component scenario. We also compare
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the soft excess shape with other broadband parameters
(UV-to-Xray luminosity ratio, Eddington ratio, and pri-
mary continuum photon index) and give discussion.

Hereafter, we shall use “primary continuum” and
“PC” interchangeably, both referring to the primary
X-ray powerlaw continuum. The terms “soft X-ray
excess”, “soft excess”, and “SE” will be used syn-
onymously to indicate the excess component in the
soft X-ray band (0.5 — 2 keV)!. To convert flux
into luminosity, we assume a cosmology with Hy =
70 km s~! Mpc_l, Qn =0.3 and Qp =0.7.

2. SAMPLE AND DATA REDUCTION
2.1. The initial sample

Bright and unobscured X-ray spectrum is crucial for
successfully separating the soft excess from the pri-
mary powerlaw continuum. To construct a large sam-
ple of X-ray bright type 1 AGNs (Seyfert 1 and QSO
1), we consider two well-known catalogs: the Swift-
BAT 105-month catalog (BAT105, Koss et al. 2017; Oh
et al. 2018) and the Catalog of AGN in the XMM-
Newton Archive (CAIXA, Bianchi et al. 2009), which
include a total of 452 sources. To ensure that the soft
X-ray excess is effectively covered by the EPIC-pn band-
pass (0.5 — 10 keV), and to minimize the bias introduced
in K-correction to UV data, we restrict our analysis to a
subset of 428 sources in the local universe (z < 0.4).
Additionally, we exclude 66 sources located near the
Galactic equator (Ny,gal > 102! cm_2)2 to avoid strong
Galactic absorption to UV and soft X-ray.

The OM comprises three UV filters (UVW2, UVM2,
UVW1) with effective wavelengths at 2120A, 2310A,
and 2910A, respectively, along with three optical filters
(U, V, B) at 3440A, 4500A, and 5430A, respectively
(e.g., Page et al. 2012; Liu et al. 2021). Compared to
the optical filters, the UV filters are better suited to our
objectives because they measure the emission from the
relatively inner accretion disk, and are less prone to con-
tamination from host galaxies (e.g., Grupe et al. 2010).
Among the three UV filters, UVW1 has a peak effective
area approximately twice as large as UVM2 and around
eight times as large as UVW2 (Page et al. 2012). More-
over, UVW1 is more frequently utilized in XMM obser-

1 Note that, as we will show below, in a few sources, the soft excess
component may extend beyond 2 keV. However, the contribution
above 2 keV to the total soft excess flux remains small, even in the
most extreme cases (< 30%). Therefore, to maintain consistency
with the literature, we continue to adopt the 0.5 — 2 keV range
for measuring the soft excess flux.

2 The Np,gal values are obtained using the tool “NH” provided
by NASA’s High Energy Astrophysics Science Archive Research
Center (HEASARC).

vations. For instance, in the OM Serendipitous Ultra-
violet source survey catalogue (SUSS 6.0, Page et al.
2012), approximately 49% of sources have UVW1 ex-
posures, compared to only around 10% for UVM2 and
5% for UVW2. Therefore in this work we only con-
sider XMM exposures with simultaneous EPIC-pn and
UVW1 observations. After cross-matching with the
XMM-Newton Master Log & Public Archive®, we com-
pile a catalog of 151 sources (totaling 471 observations)
with effective UVW1 photometry.

2.2. OM data reduction

We reduce the OM observation data file (ODF) of
each observation with the pipeline omichain in XMM-
Newton Science Analysis System (SAS, version 20.0.0),
to retrieve a combined list of sources detected in the
UVW1 band during each exposure. From the source
list, we pick the one closest to the coordinates of our tar-
get (provided by NASA /IPAC Extragalactic Database)
within 5”. To convert UVW1 count rate (ct s—1)
to monochromatic flux (erg em=2 s~! A7), we ap-
ply a conversion factor of 4.76 x 10716 (see the XMM-
Newton SAS user guide).

For our sample, we account for Galactic dust extinc-
tion and perform a K-correction. The Galactic extinc-
tion is expressed as A(UVW1) = R(UVW1) x E(B-V),
where the E(B-V) for each source is obtained from
Schlegel et al. 1998, and the UVW1 extinction coeffi-
cient R(UVW1) is taken as 5.28 (Page et al. 2012). To
perform K-correction, we adopt a universal UV spectral
slope a = 0.65, assuming the UV SED can be described
as F, ~ v=* (Natali et al. 1998). Consequently, the
corrected monochromatic UVW1 flux at the rest frame
in our sample is calculated as:

(0-4x R(UVW1) x B(B-V) w(142)
(1)

Finally, to facilitate direct comparison with studies
in literature, we convert the observed monochromatic
UVWI1 flux (2910A) to monochromatic 2500A flux, as-
suming the same spectral slope a = 0.65. The X-ray
monochromatic flux to be used in the following sections
is obtained from the unfolded spectra, based on model
3 defined in §3.1.

We note that while host galaxies can contribute over
~ 50% of the total light in optical or longer wavelength
bands, their contamination in the UV for nearby Seyfert
I galaxies is significantly less pronounced (e.g., Grupe
et al. 2010). Studies based on UV grism spectroscopy

Fyvwi,int = Fuvwi,obs X1

3 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/W3Browse /xmm-
newton/xmmmaster.html
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(e.g., Mehdipour et al. 2015) and high-resolution HST
imaging (e.g., Munoz Marin et al. 2007) show that
host galaxy contributions in the UV are typically be-
low ~ 10% for nearby Seyfert I galaxies. Moreover,
the standard OM pipeline employs an aperture radius
of 2-3 arcseconds, and for ~ 15% sources in our sample
where host galaxy structure is resolved in OM images,
potential contamination from star-forming regions has
been further reduced. Therefore, we conclude that host
galaxy contamination does not significantly impact our
results, and no further correction is applied.

2.3. EPIC-pn data reduction

The EPIC-pn data are processed using XMM-
Newton SAS, employing the current calibration files
(CCF 3.13). High background intervals are filtered out,
and the source extraction regions are optimized utilizing
the SAS task eregionanalyse. The background spectra
are extracted from source-free regions. A detailed pro-
cessing procedure is illustrated in Kang & Wang 2024.

The SAS task epatplot is employed to assess the po-
tential pile-up effect. Pile-up is considered severe and
non-negligible if the observed-to-model fraction of sin-
gle events (s) is significantly smaller than one*. Among
our sample, 73 observations exhibit pronounced pile-up
(1 — s > 30, where o is the error of s). Consequently,
for these observations, we utilize an annular region to
extract the source spectrum. We maintain the outer ra-
dius fixed at the value determined by eregionanalyse,
while iteratively testing inner radii of 5”, 15", and 25",
until the pile-up effect is mitigated (1 — s < 30).

For a robust constraint on the soft X-ray excess pa-
rameters, a reliable estimation of the hard X-ray pri-
mary continuum is crucial. Therefore, we retain only
observations with more than 50 spectral bins in the 2.5
—10.0 keV range, after rebinning the EPIC-pn spectrum
to ensure a minimum of 25 photons per bin. This step
reduces the sample to 127 sources with a total of 451
observations.

3. X-RAY SPECTRAL FITTING
3.1. Spectral models

We perform X-ray spectra fitting using XSPEC (Arnaud
1996), within 0.5 — 10 keV band (termed the broad X-
ray band). Three phenomenological models are applied
to the broad X-ray band spectra, which in XSPEC termi-
nology are:

1: phabs*zphabs*(zbbody+pexrav+zgaussl+zgauss2)

4 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/xmm /sas/help/epatplot.pdf

2: phabs*zphabs* (zpowerlw+pexrav+zgaussl+zgauss?2)

3: phabs*zphabs*(zcutoffpl+pexrav+zgaussl+zgauss2)

The best-fit reduced chi-squares are denoted as xibb
(model 1), 7 ,, (model 2), and x; .., (model 3), respec-
tively. Common to all three models, pexrav (Magdziarz
& Zdziarski 1995) represents the contribution from both
primary continuum and distant neutral reflection. We
fixed the parameters of pexrav at their default values
except for the photon index I', flux (normalization), and
reflection fraction R (with a hard upper limit of 5).
We note that the effective XMM-Newton band has lim-
ited power in constraining R, and the inter-observation
changes in R for a single source are typically within 2¢
range. Therefore, for sources with multiple observations,
we fixed R at the value determined by a link fit.

To account for the narrow and broad Fe Ka lines,
which are prominent features for AGNs (e.g., Fabian
et al. 1989; Patrick et al. 2012; Falocco et al. 2012),
two Gaussian components (zgaussl and zgauss2) are
included in the models. For the narrow core, the rest-
frame centroid energy LineE and line width Sigma are
fixed at 6.4 keV and 0.019 keV, respectively (e.g., Shu
et al. 2010; Kang et al. 2020). For the broad line, we
set a hard limit of 5 — 6.5 keV for LineE and 0 — 1 keV
for Sigma. Two layers of photoelectric absorber are ap-
plied to model the intrinsic and Galactic neutral absorp-
tion. The Ny value is fixed for the Galactic absorption
(phabs) while set free for the intrinsic one (zphabs).

We aim to conduct a uniform analysis of the statisti-
cal properties of the soft X-ray excess without presuming
its physical origin a priori, i.e. whether it arises from a
warm corona or the disk reflection process. To this end,
we employ three phenomenological models to character-
ize the soft X-ray excess: blackbody (bbody, bb), pow-
erlaw (powerlaw, po), and cut-off powerlaw (cutoffpl,
cpl). While the first two models have been extensively
utilized in prior studies of the soft X-ray excess (e.g.,
Bianchi et al. 2009; Gliozzi & Williams 2020; Waddell
& Gallo 2020; Ding et al. 2022; Liu et al. 2022) due to
their simplicity and effective characterization, we also
explore the possibility of a cut-off powerlaw for the fol-
lowing reasons:

1. Firstly, the shape of soft X-ray excess demon-
strates great diversity, encompassing both bb-like
(defined as x7, — x5, < 0) and po-like (x¢, — X2, >
0) profiles (e.g. Gierliniski & Done 2004; Piconcelli
et al. 2005; Grupe et al. 2010; Waddell et al. 2024).
The distinct characteristics at “high-energy” end
(1 ~ 2 keV) between blackbody and powerlaw
(blackbody drops much faster than powerlaw, at
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Figure 1. An example of bb-like soft excess (1H 0419-577, OBSID:0148000601). The data, divided by the response effective
area at each energy channel, is shown along with the best-fit folded models (left to right: model 1, 2, and 3). The profile of
bb-like soft excess is generally constrained below 1 keV. When fitted with cut-off powerlaw (middle), Feus ~ 0.1 keV.
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Figure 2. Similar to Fig. 1, but for an example of po-like soft excess (PG 1116+215, OBSID:0201940101). The profile of
po-like soft excess is generally more extended, and has non-negligible contribution above 1 keV. Note an excess between data
and folded model at ~ 7 keV when the soft excess is modeled with blackbody. The cut-off powerlaw behaves like a normal
powerlaw with similar fitting statistics (x* = 1009.3 for cut-off powerlaw, and 1009.4 for powerlaw).

an exponential rate), may suggest different under-
lying physics for the two types. Refer to Appendix
A for a detailed discussion on the potential effects
of X-ray absorption on the identification of soft ex-
cess profile. Due to the presence of both types of
soft X-ray excesses, relying solely on either black-
body or powerlaw may be inadequate to describe
the shape and origin of the soft excess for the en-
tire population.

2. Secondly, a cut-off powerlaw, which retains the

powerlaw characteristics at the soft tail, while
bends down exponentially at the hard tail, has
the potential to describe both types of soft X-ray
excess (also applied in Matt et al. 2014; Petrucci
et al. 2020 to fit soft excess). The cut-off energy,
Feut, serves as the key parameter controlling the
profile. Specifically, when E.; ~ 0.1 keV, the cut-
off powerlaw resembles a blackbody in the EPIC-
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pn band?; while Fey = 1 keV results in a profile
similar to a normal powerlaw (see Appendix 3.2).
Therefore, the flexibility of the cut-off powerlaw al-
lows for effective characterization of both bb-like
and po-like sources in the sample, as well as the re-
lation between soft X-ray excess profile (reflected
by E.ut) and other physical quantities.

3. For our sample, the cut-off powerlaw yields good
fit. To preliminarily exclude observations affected
by warm or partial absorption, we focus on a sub-
set of 246 observations (hereafter the preliminary
sample), where at least one of three models yields
a relatively good fit (X?/,bb <1l2or X?/,Cpl <1l.2or
Xl%,po < 1.2). The median value for reduced chi-
square (x?2) is 1.058 for powerlaw, 1.055 for black-
body, while 1.038 for cut-off powerlaw. Regarding
the improvement of chi-square (Ax?), the overall
improvement achieved by model 3 is modest rel-
ative to model 1 and 2 across the entire sample,
with a median xg;, — x2,; of 5.98 for X7, — xZ,,
corresponding to an F-test significance® of 0.02,
and a median X;2)o — szl of 2.95, with an F-test
significance of 0.08. However, the cut-off power-
law (model 3) significantly outperforms the black-
body model (model 1) for the po-like sources, with
a median X3, — Xgpl of 13.71 (F-test significance
3 x 10~%), while achieving a comparable fit to bb-
like sources (median X7, — xZ,; = 0.17). Similarly,
the cut-off powerlaw model achieves a substantial
improvement over the powerlaw model for bb-like
sources, with a median Xgo — szl is 37.06 (F-test
significance 2 x 107?), while achieving a compa-
rable fit for po-like sources (median X?)l — Xgpl
= 1.20). Therefore, the cut-off powerlaw model
serves as a consistently superior option across the
entire sample, delivering a more robust fit than
either the blackbody or powerlaw models alone.

To illustrate the two types of soft excess profiles and
demonstrate the capability of the cut-off powerlaw in
describing both, we present in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 the
spectrum data (divided by the response effective area) of
a typical po-like source and a bb-like source, along with
best fit models and corresponding data-to-model ratios.
The bb-like soft excess shows a rapid decline above ~

5 Note that in this case, the lower energy powerlaw component
of a cut-off powerlaw spectrum falls below the effective range of
EPIC-pn. Consequently, its photon index is poorly constrained
or carries no physical meanings. For further discussion, see §B.

6 calculated utilizing the median degree of freedom and chi-square
of the sample, hereafter the same.

1 keV, whereas the po-like soft excess is more extended
and exhibits contributions above ~ 1 keV. Additionally,
in the left panel of Fig. 2, it is evident that fitting a
broad po-like soft excess with a blackbody model would
erroneously result in a steeper primary continuum and
large residuals above ~ 7 keV. Overall, for both bb-
like and po-like soft excess profiles, the cut-off powerlaw
model can achieve fits similar to or even better than
those obtained with the blackbody or powerlaw models.

3.2. Selection of the core sample

To conduct a robust statistical analysis on the prop-
erties of soft excess, it is essential to use a core sam-
ple devoid of significant warm or neutral absorption.
Warm absorption poses a substantial challenge in ac-
curately determining the profile and luminosity of the
soft excess (see Appendix A for detailed discussion),
and fitting complex absorption can introduce significant
model-dependent uncertainties. We note the criterion
used in the selection of the preliminary sample is rather
rudimentary; therefore, a more systematic and detailed
selection process is necessary, as outlined below.

Starting from the preliminary sample of 246 observa-
tions:

1. We first drop spectra with best-fit zphabs column
density (from model 3) larger than 10%! ecm~2.
This step removes 37 observations.

2. For the remaining spectra, we employ a test model:

phabs*zphabs*zxipcf* (zcutoffpl+pexrav
+zgaussl+zgauss2)

in which the zxipcf component models a partially
covered ionized absorber. We exclude observations
where adding the zxipcf component improves the
spectral fitting by Ax? > 10. This step eliminates
86 observations, resulting in a sample of 123 ob-
servations (from 59 sources).

Apart from warm absorption, some emission lines, ei-
ther collisionally excited or photoionization excited, may
also contribute to the soft X-ray regime (e.g., Reeves
et al. 2016; Porquet et al. 2024). These emission lines,
typically with FWHM in the range of ~ 100 — 1000
km s™!, could potentially be associated with outflow-
ing clouds at torus scales (e.g., Buhariwalla et al. 2023,
2024). To investigate the presence of such a component
and assess its influence on the soft excess shape, we have
added an additional zgauss to model 3, allowing its cen-
ter to vary within the rest-frame range of 0.5 — 1.5 keV.
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Figure 3. The comparison of chi-square (X2) when fitting with models 1, 2, and 3. The Y-axis of the lower panels shows
the difference in x> between model 1 and 2, i.e., Xﬁb-xgo. Po-like sources (x%b-xgo > 0) are represented by filled circles, while
bb-like sources (x%b—xf,o < 0) are depicted with open circles. In the left and right panels, the X-axes plot the difference between
model 1 and 3 (x§, — Xipl), and model 2 and 3 (x3, — Xipl), respectively. Histograms for both axes are included, with separate
distributions for po-like and bb-like sources. Median x? improvements in model 3 relative to models 1 and 2 are marked by

vertical lines for each source type.

The line width is fixed at 0 eV, as the intrinsic width
(~ eV, according to the aforementioned literature) is
generally far below PN resolution (~ 100 eV). Ouly
~ 10% observations show a significant improvement in
fit (Ax? > 10), and even in these cases, changes in soft
excess parameters (cut-off energy, soft excess strength)
are marginal, remaining within 1o range. Since the pres-
ence of such lines would not alter the results presented in
this work, we retain the spectral fitting results of model
3 for further analysis.

Since the primary focus of this study is on the inter-
source variation of the soft excess, we only retain the
observation with the longest X-ray exposure for sources
with multiple XMM-Newton observations. We defer a
dedicated study on the variation of the soft excess in in-
dividual sources to Paper III. The final core sample com-
prises 59 observations from 59 type 1 AGNs (see Table 2
and 3 in Appendix B for the list of targets/observations
and key parameters we derived).

In Fig. 3 we compare the fitting statistics of the three
models applied to the core sample. Po-like soft excess
constitutes the majority of the core sample (42/59 ~

71%, depicted by black filled circles), while the contri-
bution from bb-like soft excess is also notable (17/59 =~
29%, illustrated by gray open circles). For po-like
sources, the cut-off powerlaw model achieves a fit as
good as the powerlaw model, and significantly better
than blackbody (with a median Ax? of 7.99)7. For bb-
like sources, the cut-off powerlaw model performs com-
parably to the blackbody model, and much better than
powerlaw (with a median Ax? of 13.91).

Considering FE.,; when fitting with model 3, a me-
dian value of 0.14 keV is found for bb-like sources. On
the other hand, we find that FE.,; is unconstrained for
32/42 = 76% of po-like sources due to limited spectral
quality. Therefore we employ the Kaplan-Meier estima-
tor implemented in the Astronomy SURVival analysis
(ASURV, Feigelson & Nelson 1985; Isobe et al. 1986) pack-
age, and derive a median value of 1.40 keV (see upper

7 The exact value for the median Ax? differs from that presented
in §3.1 because the core sample is analyzed here, instead of the

preliminary sample discussed in §3.1.
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panel of Fig. 6). The median E.,; for the entire core
sample is ~ 1.0 keV.

Finally, for the hard X-ray continuum, our model 3
yields a median photon index of 1.85 with a sample
standard deviation of 0.26, close aligning with the re-
sults from nearby AGN surveys. For instance, Piconcelli
et al. 2005 reports a median photon index of 1.85 with a
standard deviation 0.27; Vasudevan & Fabian 2009 finds
a median of 1.84 and a standard deviation 0.32; and for
the log Ng < 21 ecm~2 subsample of BAT105 (Ricci et al.
2017), a median of 1.87 and a standard deviation 0.25
are reported. Similarly, the reflection strength in our
sample, with a median of 1.34 and a sample standard de-
viation of 1.38, is also comparable to the measurements
from the BAT105 subsample (median 1.40, standard de-
viation 2.62).

4. THE SPECTRAL PROFILE OF THE SOFT
EXCESS

4.1. The data-to-model ratio plot

In Fig. 4 we plot the rest-frame data-to-model ratio
(using the best-fit model 3, but excluding the soft excess
component) to illustrate the spectral shape of the soft
excess of our core sample. This method, compared with
plotting the residuals (data minus folded model), high-
lights the spectral shape of the soft excess without being
affected by the energy-dependent instrument response,
and shows its strength relative to the underlying hard
X-ray powerlaw. Each spectrum is color-coded based on
the soft X-ray excess strength in logarithmic scale, log ¢,
defined as the ratio of soft excess luminosity (model 3)
and primary continuum luminosity in the 0.5 — 2 keV
band (similar to Boissay et al. 2016, SX1 in Gliozzi &
Williams 2020):

log g = log L8B3~ 2epl @)
Lpc,0.5 - 2,cpl
and choosing a different energy range (e.g., 0.5 — 10 keV)
would not change our major conclusion.

We observe a general trend where a relatively stronger
soft excess exhibits a more extended shape, with non-
negligible contributions above 2 keV, similar to the pat-
tern shown in Fig. 5 of Boissay et al. 2016, which pre-
sented the stacked spectra for a couple of AGN groups
based on soft excess strengths. In Fig. 4, we also as-
sign different symbols for po-like sources (filled circles)
and bb-like sources (open circles). An interesting obser-
vation is that, unlike po-like sources, all bb-like sources
are located at the bottom of the figure, indicating weaker
soft excess. The evolving trend of the soft excess profile
and strength will be further explored in the following
sections.

4.2. The normalized unfolded spectra of the soft excess

We note that the spectral shapes presented in Fig. 4 is
dependent on the slope of the primary continuum. This
means that two spectra with identical soft excess com-
ponents but different primary continuum slopes could
exhibit different soft excess spectral shapes in Fig. 4.
To illustrate the spectral shape of the soft excess com-
ponent more accurately, we present in Fig. 5 the “un-
folded” soft excess spectra. These spectra are obtained
by subtracting the primary continuum and Fe Ka model
from the unfolded spectra and then normalizing by the
rest-frame 1.0 keV flux of the underlying primary con-
tinuum (FPQ 1 keV)-

The left panel of Fig. 5 shows the rest-frame unfolded
spectra of the soft excess for all 59 sources in the core
sample. These spectra have been corrected for neutral
absorption and are color-coded similarly to Fig. 4. To
enhance clarity, we evenly divide the core sample into
four groups based on soft excess strength ¢, and display
in the right panel of Fig. 5 the stacked unfolded spectra
of soft excess for each group.

A rapid drop-off toward higher energy, indicative of
a bb-like profile, is noticeable in the soft excess profiles
with weaker soft excess (group 1 and 2). Conversely,
as the strength increases, the soft excess profile extends
and resembles a powerlaw spectrum. This observation
aligns with the conclusion drawn in §4.1.

5. QUANTITATIVE ASSESSMENT OF SOFT
EXCESS PROFILE: FROM DATA TO
SIMULATIONS

In this work we adopt two parameters to quantify the
soft excess spectral profile: 1) Eg, of the soft excess
from model 3; and 2) x7 1, — X5 50, 1-€., the difference
in the reduced chi-square when fitting soft excess with
blackbody (model 1) or powerlaw (model 2). Note here
we adopt the difference in reduced chi-square x2, rather
than the absolute difference in chi-square x2, for further
correlation analysis, as the latter depends on spectral
quality, which varies significantly across our core sample
(with degrees of freedom ranging from ~ 200 to ~ 1800).
We plot in Fig. 6 soft excess Eqy; versus Xg,bb — X2 po
and quantify the correlation between them. We employ
the ASURV package for quantitative analysis of censored
data (Ecu). The generalized Spearman’s rank p im-
plemented in ASURV is utilized to evaluate the strength
of correlation, and the binned two-dimensional Kaplan-
Meier method (Schmitt 1985) is employed for linear re-
gression. Each correlation and regression parameter is
provided with a 1o confidence level, determined by boot-
strapping points 400 times and recalculating these sta-
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core sample. Po-like sources are marked with filled circles, while bb-like sources are marked with open circles. Each spectrum
is color coded according to the soft X-ray excess strength log ¢ (see text for definition).
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Figure 5. The “unfolded” soft excess, normalized by the primary powerlaw continuum flux at 1 keV, is shown for the core
sample. The left panel displays the normalized unfolded soft excess for all 59 sources, while the right panel presents a stacked
view, with sources grouped into four categories based on soft excess strength. The error bars for the weighted mean stacked
spectra are derived using a bootstrapping method applied to the sources within each group.
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Figure 6. Upper panel: The E.. distribution of bb-like
sources and po-like sources. The Kaplan-Meier estimator is
applied to estimate the median Fe, for po-like sources. The
KS test demonstrates a significant difference between the two
distributions. Lower panel: The correlation between the two
parameters adopted to quantify soft excess profile: Ec,¢ and
Xobb — Xopo (see text for definition). Sources with Eeus mea-
surements are denoted by blue filled circles, while those with
lower limits are indicated by red circles (a convention that
will be used throughout this paper). The Spearman’s cor-
relation coefficient p is presented. The solid line represents
the best-fit linear regression between the parameters (using
the X-axis as the independent variable, and this convention
will continue to be used for all linear regressions presented
in this work), while the grey shaded region indicates the cor-
responding 1o confidence bands.

tistical quantities. In the case of linear regression, a
shaded area indicative of 1o confidence range is also de-
picted in the plot, with the bounds determined by the
400 bootstrapped regressions.

As shown in Fig. 6, we see a strong positive correlation

between E..; of the soft excess and Xz%,bb — X2 po (with

Spearman’s p = 0.657005), that the soft excess profiles

of sources with smaller /higher soft excess Ec, are more
likely bb-like/po-like. We also compare the F distri-
bution between bb-like sources and po-like sources in the
upper panel of Fig. 6, and find significant difference be-
tween the two groups (KS test null hypothesis probabil-

Table 1. The correlations between soft excess profile and broad-
band properties.

2 2
— log E,
Physical quantities Xv,bb ~ Xv,po § Zeut

Spearman’s p p-value Spearman’s p p-value

log ¢ 1 0.577900  25¢—06  0.567999  2.3e-05
log LSE,O,S,z/LUV'g 0.361019  4.5e—03 046737 5.2e-04
Tpe? —0.367911  5.4e—03 —046T500 4.1e—04
log Luv/LPc4 0.317%-11 0.02 0.11+91% 0.37
log Agaa? 0.17701% 0.20 —0.007913 0.53

L The soft excess strength defined as Eq. 2.

2 The luminosity ratio of soft excess (0.5 — 2 keV) to UV (v55004 Las004)-
3 The photon index of primary continuum (model 3).

4 The luminosity ratio of UV to primary continuum (0.5 — 10 keV).

5 The Eddington ratio estimated with Eq. B1.

ity pks = 1.3 x 1073)8. Therefore these two parameters
could similarly quantify the SE spectral profile.

We then assess the correlation between SE spectral
profile and other physical properties. Specifically, we
consider physical properties including the SE strength
logq, the ratio of SE luminosity to UV luminosity
(Lsg/Luv), the primary powerlaw continuum photon
index (I'pc) obtained from model 3 fit, the ratio of
UV luminosity to primary X-ray powerlaw continuum
luminosity (Luvy/Lpc), as well as the Eddington ra-
tio (Agada)- The UV luminosity is represented by
Vasooi Lasooss and the primary continuum luminosity is
estimated from the 0.5 — 10 keV band. The Spearman’s
p values, corresponding lo uncertainty ranges, and p-
values are summarized in Table 1.

We see the strongest correlation lies between SE pro-
file and the SE strength logg (see Table 1). Such a
correlation has already be qualitatively highlighted in
§4. In this section we focus on quantitative analysis of
this correlation. In §5.1 we present and discuss the re-
liability of this strong correlation. A comparison of this
correlation with the ionized-disk reflection model is de-
tailed in §5.2. In §5.3 we propose a double-component
scenario which could naturally account for the observed

8 The KS test is performed using either the best fit Ecyt or the
lower limit of Ecyt when it cannot be constrained. Consequently,
the value of 1.3 x 10~3 should be considered an upper limit,
and we anticipate an even more significant difference in FEcut
distribution between bb-like and po-like sources.
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correlation. Finally we discuss the relation between SE
profile and other physical properties in §5.4.

5.1. The SE strength log q versus SE profile

In Fig. 7 we plot the correlation between SE strength
log g, and SE spectral profile (left panel: SE cut-off en-
ergy Feut; right panel: Xz2/,bb — X?,’po). A linear relation
between log ¢ and log E., is observed:

log g = 0567089 x log Ecu + (—0.28)70:05  (3)

The strong correlation, as estimated by Spearman’s p,
is 0.56 7097,

Regarding x2 1, — X2 po, We also observe a correlation

p as strong as O.57f8:ég, and a linear relation:

log ¢ = 4.8075 40 X (X2pb — Xopo) + (—0.44) 1008 (4)

We note that in fitting a spectrum with model 3,
log Ecyt and logq are degenerated (see the left panel
of Fig. 8). Such a degeneracy between the two parame-
ters may yield artificial positive correlation between log ¢
and log E.y for a sample. We then perform simulations
to testify this possibility. For each source in the core
sample, we generate a fake spectrum based on the best-
fit parameters of model 3 (using fakeit command in
XSPEC), and fit it again with model 3. For the artifi-
cial sample with 59 fake points in the logq — log FEcyt
space, we re-compute the correlation. Due to the de-
generacy between the two parameters (Fig. 8), fitting a
fake spectrum could possibly yield simultaneously larger
(or smaller) log g and log E.; compared with the input
model values, resulting in an excess correlation of the
artificial sample compared with the observed p = 0.56.
However, by carrying out the above experiment for 10
times (each with different seeds when generating pho-
ton counts in fakeit), we find a mean value of p =
0.63 for the 10 correlation coefficients. The excess cor-
relation (0.63 — 0.56 = 0.07) is only marginal consider-
ing the error bar of the observed p (0.5675:97), thereby
demonstrating that the degeneracy cannot account for
the strong correlation observed in the core sample.

On the other hand, the other spectral profile param-
eter Xi’bb - X?,ypo is determined from model 1 and 2
fit, and insusceptible to the potential degeneration with
log q derived from model 3 fit. Therefore the strong cor-
relation between logg and X%,bb — X?,’po also indicates
a strong intrinsic correlation between SE strength and
spectral profile.

5.2. relzilllp simulation

To examine if the observed trend in Fig. 7 can be ex-
plained solely by the ionized disk reflection scenario for

SE, we perform simulations using relxilllp, a stan-
dard model predicting the relativistically-blurred re-
flection spectrum assuming a lamppost corona (Dauser
et al. 2013, 2014; Garcia et al. 2014; Dauser et al. 2016).
The simulated spectra are generated by fakeit com-
mand.

To find out the reasonable parameter ranges for
relxilllp, we first fit the core sample with the spectral
model:

phabs*zphabs*(relxilllp+zgauss)

where for simplicity we fix Ny of phabs and zphabs
to the best-fit value from model 3, centroid energy and
line width at 6.4 keV and 0.019 keV respectively for the
narrow Fe Ka line (zgauss). The luminosity, coronal
height h, blackhole spin a, inclination angle Incl, pri-
mary continuum photon index gamma, ionization param-
eter logxi, iron abundance Afe, and reflection fraction
refl_frac are free to vary. Based on the each set of best
fit parameters (there are 59 sets in total), we generate
10 fake spectra, each with different seeds for Poisson re-
alization. After that, we fit the 590 spectra with model
3, assuming the same parameter limits as those outlined
in §3.1.

The simulation results are depicted as blue contours
overlaid on Fig. 7, employing Multivariate Kernel Den-
sity Estimation (KDE) implemented in statsmodels
(Seabold & Perktold 2010). For each set of 59 simulated
spectra (there are 10 sets in total), we compute the cor-
relation coefficients and perform linear regressions. The
mean values as well as standard deviations of these sta-
tistical quantities are provided in Fig. 7.

The relxilllp simulation results generally do not
align with those of the core sample. Firstly, the pa-
rameter space covered by relxilllp simulation differs
from that of the core sample in Fig. 7. A great por-
tion (~ 70%) of the simulated spectra prefer a bb-like
soft excess, with Xi7bb - X?/,po < 0 and constrained
E.it < 0.3 keV. Note the quasi-blackbody profile for
the SE component in the ionized reflection scenario
arises from the blurred emission line structures at the
soft band, but not due to a thermal process. Ad-
ditionally, ionized disk reflection predicts only a mild
correlation between logg and log E.y; (p = 0.427059),
and a weak correlation between log ¢ and X7 1, = X po
(p = 0.1470-08) which contrast the trend observed in
the core sample. Moreover, the linear slopes of the sim-
ulation (0.18701] for logq ~ log Ecyy, and —0.897030
for log q ~ Xi,bb — Xﬁypo) do not match those of the core
sample either (see Fig. 7).

However, we note that the relxilllp simulation
could reproduce the observed SE in some sources
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Figure 7. The SE strength log ¢ versus spectral profile, with the latter quantified by SE cut-off energy Fecu: (left panel) and
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Figure 8. An example of XSPEC steppar results for log g ~
log Ecut (left) and I'pc ~ log Ecys (right), based on the spec-
trum of MRK 110 (OBSID: 0852590201), to illustrate the
degeneracy between parameters. The yellow plus denotes
the best fit position, while the three dashed lines mark the
Ax? = 2.30,4.61,9.21 confidence regions respectively.

(i.e., those with bb-like SE profile or small E.,;, see
also the overlap between the distribution peak of the
relxilllp simulation and the core sample in Fig. 7).
Indeed, in the literature some individual sources here
have been shown to favor the ionized reflection sce-
nario. For example, Jiang et al. 2019 showed that the
spectral variability of broad Fe Ko line in 1H 0419-577
(log g = —0.52, Ecyy = 0.07 keV, X7, — X2 50 = —0.01)
can be explained by light-bending effect; Garcia et al.
2019 showed that the ionized reflection can produce the
soft excess observed in MRK 509 (logg = —0.77, Ecyt =
0.08 keV, X?j)bb — Xﬁ)po = —0.03) in a more reason-
able way compared with warm corona; and Cackett
et al. 2013 argued a soft lag observed in ESO 113-10
(log g = —0.59, Ecu = 0.08keV, X2 =X po = —0.10).

Therefore, our findings support that part of bb-like soft
excess could have disk reflection origin.

We also systematically examine the soft lag detec-
tion for the core sample. The soft lag is commonly
interpreted as a signature of disk reflection (e.g. Em-
manoulopoulos et al. 2011; Kara et al. 2013; Zoghbi et al.
2015; Wilkins et al. 2021; Bambi et al. 2021; Hancock
et al. 2022). For consistent measurement of soft lag,
we match the core sample with the 32 sources in De
Marco et al. 2013 (choosing a larger sample from e.g.
Kara et al. 2016 would result in a similar matched num-
ber). Out of the 7 overlapping sources, 2 showed soft
lag detection (> 20, PG 12114143, RE J1034+396),
represented by blue shaded circles in Fig. 7, while the 5
sources with non-detection (< 20, MRK 279, MRK 509,
ESO 198-24, ESO 511-30, MRK 110, in decreasing soft
lag significance order) are indicated with orange circles.
Although the sample is small, we could see a trend that
the two sources with soft lag detected tend to have bb-
like SE profile and smaller E.., compared with the 5
sources with soft lag non-detected. This also suggests
that the SE in AGNs with bb-like SE profile or smaller
SE E.. are more likely dominated by ionized disk re-
flection, and such sources could be better candidates for
X-ray reverberation mapping studies.

In conclusion, while ionized disk reflection may ex-
plain the soft excess in some individual cases, it appears
insufficient to consistently explain the soft excess profile
and strength across the entire sample.

5.3. relzilllp+compTT simulation
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Figure 9. Similar to Fig. 7, except that a hybrid input model (a mixture of ionized disk reflection and warm corona, i.e.,
relxilllp+compTT) is adopted for simulation. The KDE contours are shown in black, with a kernel bandwidth identical to
that in Fig. 7. The black dot-dashed lines represent the linear regression of the simulated data.

In §5.2 we demonstrate that ionized disk reflection
alone cannot account for the soft excess across the en-
tire population. Conversely, if the soft excess is solely
attributed to a warm corona (i.e. no reflection), it would
be a struggle to explain the strong reflection feature as
well as soft lags observed in some individual sources.
Additionally, a pure warm corona predicts strong ab-
sorption (Garcia et al. 2019) in the soft band, contrary
to the smooth spectrum observed in the core sample.

The observational challenges encountered when ex-
plaining soft excess with either ionized reflection or
warm corona, have triggered theoretical studies in the
literature to include for both. Studies have highlighted
the pivotal roles played by illumination from the hot
corona and internal heating from the disk in the for-
mation of a warm corona, as well as generating a fea-
tureless soft excess observed in most type 1 AGNs (e.g.,
Ballantyne 2020; Petrucci et al. 2020; Xiang et al. 2022).
Therefore a warm corona accompanied by ionized reflec-
tion could be a natural case.

In an attempt to self-consistently combine emission
from a warm corona with relativistic reflection, Xiang
et al. 2022 introduced the REXCOR model, which quan-
tifies the fraction of accretion energy dissipated in both
hot corona (fx) and warm corona (hy). fx directly re-
lates to the contribution from ionized reflection in the
soft band. According to the theoretical predictions of
REXCOR (see Fig. 4 of Xiang et al. 2022), the SE spec-
tral profile becomes more extended as hy increases. On
the other hand, when fx becomes important, the “cut-
off” position of the soft excess remains at a low value
(£ 0.7 keV from visual inspection). Based on this, a
wide range of SE spectral profile can be produced when

varying the relative contribution from the reflection and
the warm corona.

Therefore here we perform simulations to investigate
whether a hybrid scenario (which includes both ionized
disk reflection and warm corona emission) could repro-
duce the SE strength - profile correlation we have ob-
served. The simulation setups and fitting procedures
are similar to those in §5.2, with the addition of a warm
corona component (compTT) in the input model for the
simulation:

phabs*zphabs* (relxilllp+compTT+zgauss)

The luminosity and optical depths (taup) of compTT,
the luminosity, ionization parameter (logxi) and pho-
ton index (gamma) of relxilllp, are obtained from fit-
ting the core sample (59 different combinations in total).
Because of the strong degeneracy between the ionized
disk reflection component and the warm corona emis-
sion, properly decomposing the two components through
spectra fitting could be challenging, and is deferred to
a future work. Here we set up a toy hybrid scenario
by simply fixing the warm corona plasma temperature
kT at 1 keV, seed photon temperature TO at 5 eV, and
the parameters of ionized disk reflection at their de-
fault values (h=6GM/c~2, a=0.998, Inc1=30deg, Afe=1,
refl_frac=1). Similar to §5.2, a total of 590 artificial
spectra are simulated, and fitted with model 3 to assess
the SE strength as well as spectral profile.

The comparison between the relxilllp+compTT sim-
ulations and the core sample is demonstrated in Fig.
9. Remarkably, with an additional warm corona com-
ponent, the simulations based on a toy hybrid model
could nicely reproduce the observed distribution of SE
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strength and spectral profile, as well as the correlation
between them.

As a side note, we make some comments on the tem-
perature of the warm corona. Traditionally, the warm
corona is characterized by electron temperature ranging
from 0.1 — 1 keV, when fitting the observed soft excess
with a single warm corona component (e.g., Petrucci
et al. 2013, 2018). However, our work suggests that,
when the contribution of ionized reflection is considered
(with constant reflection fraction), even a warm corona
with fixed temperature can produce a variety of soft ex-
cess profiles, with cut-off energy ranging from ~ 0.1 keV
to ~ 1 keV. This is in line with recent theoretical work
by Xiang et al. 2022, where they found that different
ratios of warm corona/ionized reflection could lead to
different soft excess shapes. This scheme is also consis-
tent with the results of Boissay et al. (2016) which found
the soft excess shape varies with its strength while the
hard X-ray reflection stays constant. Meanwhile we do
acknowledge that in the real universe the warm corona
temperature could vary from source to source, as a nat-
ural consequence of different physical conditions and
heating — cooling processes (e.g., Rozaniska et al. 2015;
Petrucci et al. 2020; Gronkiewicz et al. 2023; Kawanaka
& Mineshige 2024); however, to obtain an unbiased
warm corona temperature (and other related quantities,
e.g., optical depth) from spectral fitting, subtracting the
contribution from ionized reflection is necessary. Such
task generally requires higher spectral quality and could
potentially be fulfilled with future mission, e.g., New
Athena (e.g., Nandra et al. 2013).

We finally note that the REXCOR model (Xiang
et al. 2022), which self-consistently combine X-ray
emission from a warm corona with relativistic disk
reflection, could also effectively reproduce the ob-
served correlations in Fig. 9, similar to the simple
relxilllp+compTT model. This finding further sup-
ports a hybrid nature for the soft excess in our sam-
ple. An extensive study leveraging this physically mo-
tivated model to analyze derived physical parameters
and to compare REXCOR with other models, including
relxilllp+compTT and phenomenological models, is
deferred to a future dedicated work.

5.4. SE spectral profile versus other broadband
properties

Besides the strongest correlation between SE spectral
profile and SE strength logg, we also see mild corre-
lation between SE spectral profile and other physical
parameters. The mild correlation between SE profile
and Lgg/Lyy (with p = 0.36 - 0.46) could be physically
linked with that between SE profile and SE strength

log ¢, as while log ¢ measures the strength of SE relative
to the powerlaw component, Lsg/Lyy measures the rel-
ative strength of SE relative to UV emission. Convert-
ing UV luminosity to X-ray powerlaw luminosity would
bring in extra scatter, thus weaker correlation is seen
between SE profile and Lgg/Luyvy.

Similarly, we find a mild negative correlation between
primary powerlaw continuum photon index I'p¢ and
SE profile, with p = —0.3670 ] for X12/7bb — X2 o and
p = 70.46f8:éé for log E.yt. Noticing the degeneracy
between log E.,t and I'pc (see the right panel of Fig.
8), we perform simulations following procedures similar
to §5.1. The resulting correlation turns out to be similar
to the original one within uncertainty range, suggesting
that the anti-correlation between SE spectral profile and
I'pc should be real. The underlying physics however is
unclear. As a mild anti-correlation between I'pc and
log g is also seen (Chen et al. in prep, Paper II), the ob-
served correlation between I'pc and SE profile could be
a secondary effect. Meanwhile, a recent work (Kang &
Wang 2022) reports a positive correlation between hot
corona temperature and primary continuum photon in-
dex. If the anti-correlation between I'p and SE profile
we observed is intrinsic, this could suggest a negative
correlation between hot corona temperature and warm
corona temperature, indicating an interesting competing
relation between the warm and hot corona.

Meanwhile, it is unclear whether there is a correlation
between Lyv/Lpc and SE spectral profile. While we ob-
serve no correlation between Lyvy/Lpc and log Ecyt, a

marginal correlation between Xi_bb—x?j’po and Lyv/Lpc

is observed, with Spearman’s p = 0.317011 and a

null hypothesis probability of ~ 2%. Nevertheless, the
marginal correlation could align with our findings in §5.2
and §5.3, that if the warm corona emission is tightly cor-
related with UV emission (Chen et al. in prep., Paper
IT), higher Lyvy/Lpc would suggest higher relative con-
tribution from the warm corona to soft excess compared
with the ionized disk reflection, and thus making the SE
spectral profile more po-like.

Finally, we do not find significant correlation between
log Agqq and the SE spectral profile, however the re-
lationship between the warm corona temperature and
accretion rate is still uncertain, as the observed spec-
tral profile depends not only on the warm corona tem-
perature, but also the relative contribution of warm
corona to ionized reflection. Notably, several recent
studies have shown that the warm corona temperature
exhibits a complex dependency on multiple physical pa-
rameters besides accretion rate, such as magnetic viscos-
ity (Gronkiewicz & Rozariska 2020; Gronkiewicz et al.
2023). Additionally, the soft excess profile could be
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affected by relatively high seed photon temperatures
(Tang et al. 2024), which typically occur at high accre-
tion rates. Studying the intriguing correlation between
the warm corona temperature and these physical param-
eters requires future work that properly decomposes the
ionized reflection and warm corona emission.

6. CONCLUSIONS

In this first paper of our series, we build a sample of
59 unobscured type 1 AGNs with simultaneous X-ray
and UV XMM-Newton observation for extensive inves-
tigations of the soft X-ray excess in AGNs. In this paper
we focus on the soft excess spectral profile, and the key
conclusions drawn are as follows:

1. We identify both po-like (71%) and bb-like (29%)
soft excess profiles in the sample. A cut-off power-
law can characterize both types of soft excesses in
a uniform way, with typical cut-off energy Fcu; ~
0.14 keV for bb-like soft excess, and ~ 1.40 keV
for po-like soft excess.

2. We report for the first time the strong correla-
tion between SE profile (characterized by soft ex-
cess Feu, and X?j’bb — X37p0 which is the differ-
ence in reduced chi-square when fitting soft excess
with a blackbody or a powerlaw) and SE strength
log g (parameterized as the luminosity ratio of soft
excess to primary continuum in the 0.5 — 2 keV
band). The strong correlations, with p = 0.5670:9
between log ¢ and log Feyt, and p = 0.5779:39 be-
tween log ¢ and Xibb — X?,,po, are confirmed from
direct view of the “unfolded” soft excess spectra
as well as quantitative assessments, and can not
be attributed to parameter degeneracy. The cor-
relations between SE profile and other physical pa-
rameters are much weaker or absent.

3. We perform simulations showing that ionized disk
reflection alone (simulated with relxilllp) pro-
duces mostly bb-like soft excess, and can not re-
cover the observed correlation between SE profile
and strength, which is therefore insufficient to con-
sistently explain the soft excess shape and strength
across our sample.

4. Remarkably, simulations assuming a toy hybrid
model for the SE (i.e., a mixture of warm corona
with temperature fixed at 1 keV and ionized re-
flection with all parameters except for ionization

fixed at default values) can successfully reproduce
the observed soft excess strength — profile corre-
lation. In this scheme, the observed SE profile is
sensitive to the relative contribution of ionized disk
reflection and warm corona emission. This under-
scores the importance of properly subtracting ion-
ized disk reflection for unbiased measurement of
warm corona temperature during spectral fitting.
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Right: An example of weak parameter degeneracy between the neutral column density ny and Feyt for a representative source
(ESO198-24, OBSID: 0305370101).
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an additional ionized absorber.

A. POTENTIAL EFFECTS OF ABSORPTION ON SOFT EXCESS PROFILE

In this work we identified both bb-like soft excess sources, whose spectral profiles are better fitted with blackbodies,
and po-like sources, whose spectral profiles resemble powerlaws. However, it could be possible that some bb-like sources
are in fact po-like, which suffer from strong absorption and thereby mimicking a bb-like characteristic (or vice versa).
In this section we explore such possibilities and discuss whether such effects would influence our results.

The most common absorber in AGN is neutral absorption, which we have already taken into account in the spectral
modeling (phabs in §3.1). By design, the bb-like sources are better fit by a blackbody than a power-law, assuming
the presence of a neutral absorber with freely varying column density. Comparing the column density distributions
(both best-fit values and upper limits) of bb-like and po-like sources (Fig. 10, left panel), we observe no significant
differences. Additionally, for sources where both column density and cut-off energy can be constrained, we find only
weak degeneracy between these parameters (right panel of Fig. 10). These indicate that neutral absorption plays a
minimal role in determining the shape of the soft excess.
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Tonized absorption, on the other hand, has the potential to significantly influence the soft excess profile. Monte
Carlo simulations readily demonstrate that a bb-like profile can be mimicked by a po-like profile combined with
ionized absorption. This is why we excluded spectra exhibiting strong ionized absorption when constructing the core
sample in §3.2. Below, we further investigate whether the presence of weaker ionized absorption could impact the
results of this study. We note that fitting the low-resolution PN spectra may lead to overestimated column densities
of the ionized absorbers, due to the model’s flexibility arising from parameter degeneracies. To that end, we first
measure the ionized absorber column densities through fitting the corresponding high-resolution RGS spectra. For
this analysis, we only consider the first and most significant ionized absorber revealed by the RGS spectra, as it is
expected to have the dominant impact on the soft excess shape compared to other absorbers. We then incorporate
ionized absorption into model 1, 2 and 3 using the zxipcf component (assuming a fixed covering factor of 1). We
impose an upper limit on the column density based on the RGS-derived value while allowing the ionization parameter
to vary freely. With these modified models, we reassess the classification of sources as bb-like or po-like, and recalculate
the soft excess cut-off energy. In the left panel of Fig. 11 we compare Xfy, ,xi — Xoos (the difference in chi-square
between modified model 1 and 2) against xZ, — X?)o' While incorporating ionized absorption improved the fit of the
power law relative to the blackbody for a few bb-like sources, the majority retained the same sign for y2, — Xf)o. This
indicates that ionized absorption does not systematically alter the bb-like or po-like classification of our sources in the
core sample. Consequently, the bb-like characteristic we identified is likely intrinsic rather than a distortion caused
by ionized absorption. Moreover, as shown in the right panel of Fig. 11, the soft excess cut-off energy remains largely
unchanged after accounting for the ionized absorption. Finally, incorporating the spectral fitting results that include
ionized absorption does not affect the overall conclusions of this study.

B. TABLE OF KEY PARAMETER VALUES

In Table 2 we provide the fundamental physical parameters for each source in the core sample. The name of each
source is listed in column 2, followed by the corresponding XMM-Newton observation ID in column 3. Columns 4 and
5 document the Galactic column density (in units of 102° cm™=2) and redshift, respectively. Column 6 and 7 display
the black hole mass, along with the corresponding reference. The Eddington ratio, shown in column 8, is estimated
using the formula:

Ny — Lot _ BCys00a X (V25004 Lasooa) B1
LEdd 1.5 x 10 X MBH

assuming a bolometric correction factor BCqgp0z = 2.75 (Krawczyk et al. 2013). Finally we present the UV luminosity
(Luv = Vas00a Lasooa, see §2.2), as well as aox in column 9 and 10 respectively.

In Table 3 we present the spectral fitting results for model 1, 2 and 3 (see §3.1). For the primary contin-
uum (pexrav), we list its luminosity (Lpc b, LPc po, LPC,cpl) in logarithmic scale (0.5 — 10 keV), photon index
(Tpc,bbs I'Pc.po, TP epl), and reflection fraction (Rpb, Rpo, Repi). For the soft excess component, the luminosity
(LsE,0.5-2,bbs LSE,0.5-2,po, LSE,0.5-2,cp1) 10 logarithmic scale, “shape” parameter (Ty, for model 1,I'sg o for model 2,
and Egu, I'sg cp for model 3), and soft excess strength (log g, see Eq. 2) under model 3, are provided. The reduced
chi-squares for each model, indicative of fitting statistics, are also presented (X7 s X2 pos Xor.cp1)-

In X-ray spectral fitting, the luminosity of primary continuum and soft excess within 0.5 — 2 keV band are degenerated
with each other. Therefore to estimate the uncertainty of soft excess strength correctly, we multiply soft excess with
a const component, and link the soft excess luminosity (0.5 — 2 keV) with primary continuum luminosity (0.5 — 2
keV) to the same value. The error bars of g are estimated from the uncertainties of const given by error command
in XSPEC.

We note that for some bb-like sources (Xl%,bb — Xipo < 0, and Eeyy S 0.2 keV), the soft excess photon indices
when fitting with model 3 (cutoffpl) are poorly constrained or even unphysical (< 1). But this is understandable.
Firstly, when E..; < 0.2 keV, the powerlaw part of the cut-off powerlaw falls outside the effective EPIC-pn bandpass.
Secondly, as mentioned in §5.2, the bb-like profile possibly indicates an ionized-reflection origin, where the soft excess
is mainly contributed by blurred emission lines rather than a Comptonized process. Therefore the cut-off powerlaw
here only serves as a phenomenological shape function, and the photon index does not contain physical meanings.

We also note the median best-fit value for the reflection fraction R is 0.76 for model 2 (powerlaw) and 1.34 for
model 3 (cut-off powerlaw). For model 1 (blackbody), a much stronger reflection fraction is generally required, with
a significant portion of sources having only a lower limit on R. Such excessively strong reflection values are generally
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unphysical, highlighting the inadequacy of a blackbody model in characterizing a broad powerlaw-like soft excess (e.g.,
see Fig. 2).

Table 2. The fundamental physical parameters of sources in the core sample.

ID Name OBSID Nu,gar (102°cm™2) z log Mpu(Mg) Ref logAgaa logLuv (ergs™1)  aox
1 1H0419-577 0148000601 1.16 0.10 8.34 4 -1.10 44.98 1.32
2 3C382 0790600301 6.19 0.06 8.01 4 -1.38 44.36 1.05
3 3C390.3 0203720201 3.67 0.06 8.64 4 -2.21 44.17 1.00
4 ESO113-10 0301890101 1.97 0.03 6.71 3 -1.38 43.07 1.21
5 ESO141-55 0913190101 4.94 0.04 7.99 4 -1.12 44.60 1.33
6 ES0198-24 0305370101 2.68 0.05 8.50 4 -2.46 43.78 1.15
7 ES0244-17 0103860901 1.54 0.02 6.78 5 -1.63 42.89 1.21
8 ES0359-19 0201130101 0.61 0.06 8.57 4 -2.79 43.52 1.20
9 ES0438-9 0903040401 4.80 0.02 6.87 4 -1.15 43.46 1.36
10 ES0511-30 0502090201 4.34 0.02 7.23 4 -1.34 43.62 1.19
11 ESO548-81 0312190601 2.37 0.01 7.96 4 -2.41 43.28 1.25
12 Fairall9 0605800401 2.86 0.05 8.30 4 -1.70 44.34 1.29
13 HE1029-1401 0890410101 5.73 0.09 9.08 1 -1.87 44.95 1.34
14 HE1143-1810 0795580101 3.08 0.03 7.39 4 -1.16 43.96 1.21
15 HE2254-3712 0205390101 1.02 0.04 6.58 1 -0.93 43.38 1.29
16 LBQS1228+1116 0306630201 2.32 0.24 8.70 6 -1.47 44.96 1.33
17 MCG+04-22-042 0312191401 3.60 0.03 7.27 4 -1.14 43.86 1.18
18 MRK110 0852590201 1.27 0.04 7.29 4 -1.21 43.81 1.10
19 MRK1148 0801890301 4.02 0.06 7.75 4 -1.21 44.28 1.11
20 MRK1383 0852210101 2.56 0.09 9.01 4 -1.81 44.94 1.42
21 MRK279 0302480401 1.28 0.03 7.43 4 -1.17 44.00 1.19
22 MRK352 0312190101 5.31 0.01 7.56 4 -2.26 43.03 1.22
23 MRK359 0830551101 4.37 0.02 6.05 4 -0.89 42.89 1.35
24 MRK493 0744290101 1.96 0.03 6.17 1 -0.54 43.37 1.37
25 MRK50 0601781001 1.71 0.02 7.42 4 -1.90 43.25 1.08
26 MRK509 0130720201 3.93 0.03 8.05 4 -1.29 44.49 1.28
27 MRK590 0201020201 2.77 0.03 7.57 4 -2.27 43.03 1.14
28 MRK705 0783270401 3.43 0.03 7.08 4 -1.03 43.79 1.20
29 MRK732 0601780201 2.07 0.03 6.59 4 -1.11 43.21 1.27
30 MRK926 0790640101 2.87 0.05 7.98 4 -1.48 44.23 1.04
31 NGC1566 0820530401 0.71 0.00 6.83 4 -2.29 42.27 1.25
32 NGC4748 0723100401 3.56 0.01 6.41 4 -1.01 43.13 1.25
33 NGC7213 0111810101 1.08 0.00 7.13 4 -3.04 41.82 1.01
34 PG00524-251 0841480101 3.96 0.15 8.46 4 -1.33 44.86 1.18
35 PG0804+761 0605110101 3.34 0.10 8.24 1 -0.62 45.35 1.42
36 PG0947+396 0841482301 1.70 0.21 8.68 1 -1.61 44.80 1.32
37 PG0953+414 0111290201 1.09 0.23 8.24 1 -0.48 45.50 1.35
38 PG1048+-342 0109080701 1.72 0.17 8.37 1 -1.46 44.64 1.34
39 PG11154+407 0111290301 1.41 0.15 7.67 1 -0.49 44.91 1.40
40 PG11164215 0201940101 1.21 0.18 8.53 1 -0.64 45.62 1.50
41 PG1149-110 0783271401 3.20 0.05 7.68 4 -1.98 43.43 1.11
42 PG12024-282 0109080101 1.74 0.17 8.10 4 -1.07 44.77 1.25
43 PG1211+143 0745110301 2.63 0.08 7.49 1 -0.53 44.70 1.43
44 PG12164-069 0111291101 1.51 0.33 9.20 1 -1.30 45.63 1.47
45 PG1307+085 0841481401 2.10 0.15 8.72 6 -1.32 45.13 1.37
46 PG1402+261 0830470101 1.22 0.16 7.94 1 -0.73 44.95 1.36
47 PG14154+451 0109080501 0.74 0.11 8.01 1 -1.36 44.38 1.38
48 PG14274480 0109080901 1.61 0.22 8.29 6 -1.18 44.84 1.30
49 PG14404356 0005010201 0.90 0.08 7.47 1 -0.58 44.63 1.42
50 PG15454210 0783272101 3.46 0.26 8.88 4 -1.38 45.24 1.23
51 PG23044-042 0783272701 5.44 0.04 8.09 4 -1.91 43.92 1.13
52 PKS0558-504 0555170301 3.28 0.14 8.48 2 -1.10 45.11 1.19
53 PKS2135-14 0092850201 4.15 0.20 9.10 4 -2.18 44.66 1.07
54 Q1821+643 0506210701 3.50 0.30 9.23 4 -0.74 46.23 1.34
55 RBS1756 0201130301 3.29 0.03 7.84 4 -2.38 43.19 1.14
56 REJ1034+396 0865011501 1.25 0.04 6.81 1 -1.22 43.33 1.30
57 SBS1301+540 0312192001 1.73 0.03 7.67 4 -1.97 43.44 1.08

Table 2 continued
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Table 2 (continued)

ID Name OBSID Nigar (102°cm™2) z log Mpa(Mg) Ref logAmaa logLuv (ergs™!)  aox
58 WISEAJ144414.66+0633 0841480701 2.57 0.21 8.45 6 -1.37 44.81 1.20
59 ZW229-015 0672530301 5.34 0.03 6.91 4 -1.71 42.94 1.14

NoTE— Column (1): source ID in the core sample. Column (2): common name of source. Column (3): XMM-Newton observation ID. Column
(4): galactic absorption in units of 10?°°cm™2. Column (5): redshift. Column (6)-(7): blackhole mass and references. 1: Bianchi et al. 2009, 2:
Gonzélez-Martin & Vaughan 2012, 3: Busch et al. 2014, 4: Koss et al. 2017, 5: Williams et al. 2018, 6: Chen et al. 2022. Column (8): Eddington
ratio estimated with B1l. Column (9): UV luminosity (2500L45004). Column (10): aox-
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