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ABSTRACT
We search for reflection-dominated Compton-thick active galactic nuclei (CT AGN) candidates in the Lockman Hole region using
the data of SRG/eROSITA Lockman Hole survey. We selected sources with anomalously hard photon indices in the 0.3—8.0 keV
band, untypical for type I AGN. In particular, we required that the upper end of the 90% error interval did not exceed a fiducial
boundary of Γ = 1.3. We found 291 sources which constitute a rare subpopulation among extragalactic X-ray sources detected
by eROSITA in the Lockman Hole field, ≈ 5%. These sources constitute the eROSITA sample of CT AGN candidates in the
Lockman Hole field. We further divide the sources into three categories depending on the availability of reliable redshift and
statistically significant detection of intrinsic absorption. We present two catalogues: the bright sample (37 sources) and the
faint one (254). We estimate the fraction and sky density of reflection-dominated CT AGN candidates. We show examples of
individual spectra and use stacking analysis to search for possible redshift evolution of their properties with redshift. We analyse
combined eROSITA spectra of bright sources of different categories with a physically motivated spectral model UXCLUMPY and
find them fully consistent with the fits to the ∼ 1 Msec XMM-Newton data for one of our reflection-dominated CT candidate,
Type 2 galaxy SRGe J105348.6+573032. The catalogues of CT AGN candidates could be a good starting point for planning
future studies and follow-ups at all wavelengths.
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1 INTRODUCTION

An active galactic nucleus (AGN) refers to the innermost region of
a galaxy that emits an exceptionally large amount of energy across
the electromagnetic spectrum. AGNs are powered by the accretion
of matter onto supermassive black holes located at the centres of
galaxies. AGN studies give insights into the evolution of galaxies and
the growth of supermassive black holes (Page et al. 2004; Marconi
et al. 2004; Kormendy & Ho 2013; Fontanot et al. 2020). X-ray
surveys are an efficient tool for studying AGNs of various types and
their populations in the Universe (Brandt & Alexander 2015).

In so-called obscured AGNs, the central regions are hidden from
direct view by dust and gas. Such AGNs make up a significant frac-
tion or, possibly even the majority of the AGN population (Ueda
et al. 2014; Buchner 2015; Ananna et al. 2019). Dust is the dominant
source of obscuration at UV–IR wavelengths, whereas gas domi-
nates the absorption at X-ray energies (Hickox & Alexander 2018).
Heavily obscured sources may be missed even in the most sensitive
X-ray surveys due to the suppression of flux in the soft X-ray range.
Obscuring material is believed to be present in the form of a torus
surrounding the AGN, which blocks and reprocesses radiation that
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originates from the accreting black hole (Antonucci 1993; Gilli et al.
2007; Netzer 2015).

The degree of obscuration is characterised by the hydrogen col-
umn density of gas 𝑁H, with AGNs having moderate or high column
densities (𝑁H ≳ 1022 cm−2) being referred to as obscured. Sources
that have intrinsic absorption column densities 𝑁H ≳ 1024 cm−2

are termed "Compton-thick" AGN (CT AGN), as in such sources
the Thomson optical depth approaches or exceeds unity (Comas-
tri 2004), making electron scatterings significant. X-ray surveys are
widely used to uncover the population of obscured AGNs (including
CT AGNs), with hard band data (> 2 keV) from Chandra (Alexan-
der et al. 2001, 2003; Fiore et al. 2012; Baronchelli et al. 2017;
Signorini et al. 2023), XMM-Newton (Brusa et al. 2010; Comastri
et al. 2011), SRG/eROSITA (Waddell et al. 2023, 2024), and harder
bands (> 10 keV) from Swift/BAT (Kawamuro et al. 2016; Ichikawa
et al. 2019; Baloković et al. 2020), NuSTAR (Ballantyne et al. 2011;
Stern et al. 2014; Brightman et al. 2015; Lansbury et al. 2017) and
INTEGRAL (Sazonov et al. 2007; Malizia et al. 2012), allowing to
establish the most complete picture of AGN population (Ueda et al.
2014; Buchner 2015; Ananna et al. 2019; Peca et al. 2023). For a
comprehensive review of obscured AGN selection methods in other
bands, see Hickox & Alexander (2018).

Compton-thick AGN candidates are usually identified via repro-
cessed signal features, such as the Iron line and the Compton reflec-
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2 M.I. Belvedersky et al.

tion continuum (Guainazzi et al. 2005; Tozzi et al. 2006; Georgan-
topoulos et al. 2009; Done 2010; Gandhi et al. 2013; Padovani et al.
2017; Buchner et al. 2021) or via observations in the high-energy
(> 10 keV) band (Ricci et al. 2015; Akylas et al. 2016). The latter
is less subject to obscuration and may uncover specific spectral fea-
tures such as the Compton hump (Elvis 2000). Broadband spectral
modelling (including soft and hard X-ray regimes) is advantageous
for identifying CT AGNs (Arévalo et al. 2014; Padovani et al. 2017;
Buchner et al. 2019). Compton-thick sources constitute a significant
fraction of AGNs, and their accurate counting is critical in obtaining
a complete census of the population of accreting supermassive black
holes (Ueda et al. 2014; Buchner 2015).

We focus on X-ray spectroscopy to search for CT AGN candidates
using data from the Lockman Hole region survey with the eROSITA
telescope (Predehl et al. 2021) onboard the Spectrum-RG orbital
X-ray observatory (Sunyaev et al. 2021). To this end, we explore
reflection signatures in X-ray spectra of Lockman Hole sources. A
similar approach was used in Tozzi et al. (2006); Georgantopoulos
et al. (2009). The paper aims to systematically construct a catalogue
of CT AGN candidates that can be used as targets in future follow-ups
to confirm their Compton-thick nature.

The paper is organised as follows: first, we describe the X-ray
data (Sect. 2.2), then we discuss the spectral signatures of obscured
AGNs relevant for this work (Sect. 3.1). We characterise our selection
method in Sect. 3.2 and provide examples of spectra in Sect. 4. We ex-
plore some of our candidates by comparing them with XMM-Newton
data in Sect. 4.2. The paper ends with a discussion of our results and
a description of the obtained catalogue of CT AGN candidates in the
Lockman Hole region.

Uncertainties are quoted on a 90 per cent confidence interval,
unless stated otherwise.

2 X-RAY DATA

The Lockman Hole is an area located in Ursa Major that has the lowest
neutral hydrogen column density on the line of sight in the entire sky
(Lockman et al. 1986; Dickey & Lockman 1990). This condition
makes the Lockman Hole a perfect region to explore extragalactic
sources in general and AGNs of various types in particular. The
search for obscured AGNs especially benefits from the low neutral
hydrogen column density, as it minimizes the interstellar absorption
of soft X-rays.

2.1 SRG/eROSITA Lockman Hole survey

The Lockman Hole observations took place during the performance
verification phase of SRG/eROSITA in October 2019. The observa-
tions were conducted in a raster scanning regime, which allows for
obtaining wide-field X-ray images with almost uniform sensitivity
and a PSF within the image.

The footprint of the LH survey is ≈ 29 deg2 with the centre co-
ordinates 𝛼 = 10h35m and 𝛿 = +57◦38′. The total survey duration
is 180 ks, mean exposure time is about 8 ks per point. These pa-
rameters allow for achieving sensitivity ≈ 3 × 10−15 erg s−1 cm−2

in 0.5 − 2 keV energy range. About 20% of the survey footprint was
previously observed with other X-ray telescopes such as Chandra
and XMM-Newton.

2.2 SRG/eROSITA Lockman Hole source catalogue

The selection of candidates for highly obscured AGN is made among
the sources detected by SRG/eROSITA (Predehl et al. 2021; Sunyaev
et al. 2021) during its deep survey of the Lockman Hole (LH) region.
The details of the survey, X-ray source catalogue and procedures
used for source detection and catalogue construction are presented
in Gilfanov et al. (2024), in prep. The eROSITA Lockman Hole
source catalogue includes 6885 sources with the detection likelihood
DL > 10, which approximately corresponds to the 4𝜎 significance
threshold for Gaussian distribution.

Optical identification and classification of X-ray sources are pre-
sented in Bykov et al. (2022); Belvedersky et al. (2022). About ∼ 1/3
of X-ray sources have spectroscopic redshifts. For the remaining
sources, we used photometric redshifts determined by the SRGz sys-
tem (Meshcheryakov et al. 2023). The redshifts of X-ray sources –
both spectroscopic and photometric (SRGz), are listed in the source
catalogue in Gilfanov et al. (2024) (in prep.). We apply a quality cut
to the photometric redshifts as described in the following section,
slightly reducing the number of available redshifts. 357 sources were
excluded as they are likely Galactic based on their multiwavelength
properties (see Belvedersky et al. 2022) and thus are not of interest
in the context of this work. This way, the initial sample of sources
used in this work consists of 6528 sources (all extragalactic sources
in the Lockman Hole).

Source spectra were extracted for all 7 eROSITA cameras using a
circular aperture of 40′′ (corresponding to ≈ 80 per cent encircled
energy) centred on the best-fit X-ray source position. To estimate the
background spectrum, we used an annulus around the source with in-
ner and outer radii of 120′′ and 250′′–600′′, respectively. The outer
radius was chosen so that there were at least 400 counts in the back-
ground region. The sources detected in the background region were
masked using a circular aperture with a radius of 30′′-60′′, depend-
ing on their fluxes. The spectra were extracted using srctool task
from eSASS (eROSITA Science Analysis Software System, Brunner
et al. 2022). Spectral analysis was performed with xspec, version
12.12 (Arnaud 1996). The quality of spectral fits was accessed using
W-statistic1 appropriate for spectra with Poisson statistics. To avoid
the well-known bias in a profile likelihood, we binned the source
spectrum so that every bin in the corresponding background spec-
trum contains at least 5 counts. The binning was done using the
ftgrouppha tool of the HEASoft package (v. 6.29).

3 SEARCH FOR COMPTON-THICK AGN CANDIDATES

3.1 Qualitative picture

In the unification model of AGN (Antonucci 1993), at shallow view-
ing angles, the observer registers direct emission from the accreting
black hole which has passed through the torus, and reprocessed emis-
sion scattered by the torus material. In the X-ray band, signatures of
obscured AGN can be (i) an absorption turnover at the lower en-
ergy end of the spectrum, and/or (ii) reflection signatures, such as a
hard spectrum in the standard X-ray band, the Iron fluorescent line at
6.4−6.7 keV with the corresponding K-edge, and the Compton hump
at ∼ 20 − 30 keV. Relative contributions of absorbed direct emission
(i) and reprocessed component (ii) are determined by the viewing
angle and the column density of the torus material. This behaviour is

1 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/xanadu/xspec/manual
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illustrated in Fig. 1 where we show two theoretical spectra calculated
using the mytorus model (Yaqoob 2012).

In the rest frame of the source, the position of the absorption
turnover in the transmitted spectrum depends on the equivalent hy-
drogen column density of the absorbing material. For example, for
𝑁H ∼ 1023 cm−2, the turnover is located at about ∼ 4 keV. There-
fore, instruments sensitive in the hard band can detect more heavily
obscured AGN compared to the telescopes operating in the soft X-
ray band. However, this behaviour is modified by the redshift of the
source. In the observer frame, the turnover energy is shifted to lower
energies by a factor of 1 + 𝑧, where 𝑧 is the redshift. For this reason,
identification of obscured sources (case i above) via their low en-
ergy turnover generally requires knowledge of the source redshifts.
We also note that, given the shape of the eROSITA energy response
(falling quickly after 2.3 keV), highly obscured sources can be plau-
sibly detected via absorption turnover only if located at the moderate
redshift of ∼ 1 − 2 and/or if they are sufficiently bright.

If an AGN is heavily obscured, the low energy X-ray emission
of the central engine might be non-detectable. In this instance, we
see only emission reflected from the torus material (case ii above)
and such sources are called reflection-dominated AGNs (Georgan-
topoulos et al. 2009; Masini et al. 2019). The spectrum features a
shallow slope in the standard X-ray band, a fluorescent Iron line,
a Compton reflection hump, and other peculiarities (Pounds et al.
1990; George & Fabian 1991; Magdziarz & Zdziarski 1995; Ross &
Fabian 2007; Kallová et al. 2024). Such a shallow slope cannot be
produced by unsaturated comptonization in the corona (Sunyaev &
Titarchuk 1980) responsible for the observed X-ray spectral shape of
unabsorbed AGNs. The mechanism of the X-ray reflection from the
optically thick surface was described in Basko et al. 1974 for a binary
star system but has much in common with the spectral formation in
CT AGN.

Measurement of intrinsic absorption for a reflection-dominated
AGN is complicated. It requires multi-component self-consistent
spectral models (e.g. mytorus, Yaqoob 2012, borus, Baloković et al.
2018, uxclumpy, Buchner et al. 2019) and a broadband spectrum
of sufficient quality to accurately separate reflected and transmitted
spectral components and to confirm the CT nature of the source.
However, simple yet robust spectral models can be used to identify
CT AGN candidates using X-ray data, for example, by measuring the
anomalously shallow photon index in the standard X-ray band (Tozzi
et al. 2006; Georgantopoulos et al. 2009, 2013; Gandhi et al. 2013).

In this paper, we focus on the search for reflection-dominated
Compton-thick AGN. As it follows from the discussion above, the
main signature of such objects in the soft X-ray band should be
peculiar shallow spectra, uncharacteristic of classical type I AGN.
With some caveats, candidates for such objects can also be identified
without prior knowledge of source redshifts. A comprehensive search
for moderately absorbed AGN among Lockman Hole sources will be
performed in a follow-up publication.

3.2 Search for reflection-dominated Compton-thick candidates

To identify CT AGN candidates, we employ a two-step procedure.
First, we fit X-ray spectra of all sources from the initial sample with
a power law model (phabs*powerlaw in xspec). The interstellar
absorption is fixed at the median value for the Lockman Hole region
𝑁H = 7 × 1019 cm−2 (HI4PI Collaboration et al. 2016). We use a
conservative fiducial value of Γ0 = 1.3 to separate Compton-thick
AGN candidates from normal type I AGN. We use 90 per cent errors
to select sources whose photon indices are lower than Γ0: Γ + Γerr <
Γ0 (see Fig. 2). The choice of Γ0 is motivated by the distribution
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Figure 1. Theoretical spectra of obscured AGN computed using mytorus
model (zeroth-order and scattered components, no emission lines are shown)
in xspec: (A) a mildly obscured AGN with 𝑁H = 1023 cm−2 (blue lines,
case (i) in Sect. 3.1) and (B) Compton-thick reflection-dominated AGN with
𝑁H = 3 × 1024 cm−2 (pink lines, case (ii) in Sect. 3.1). For both cases, solid
lines show the total observed spectrum, dotted lines – direct emission from
AGN obscured with the corresponding column density, and dashed lines – the
scattered continuum (photons reflected once or more from the torus material).
The inclination angle between the observer’s line of sight and the symmetry
axis of the torus was assumed to be 75 degrees for both spectra. The redshift
is 𝑧 = 1.
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Figure 2. Best-fitting value of the photon index vs. photon index upper error
(90 per cent confidence). The red curve is defined as Γ + Γerr = 1.3. Sources
located below this curve and shown by red circles have a 90 per cent upper
bound on their photon index lower than 1.3. A small group of 129 sources
whose photon index upper bound is unconstrained were excluded from this
plot.
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Initial sample (6528)

Γ upper limit <1.3
(291 total, 37 bright)

Is reliable redshift
available?

Is significant
intrinsic NH detected?

Mildly obscured
AGN candidates,

Category 2

Yes

(49 total, 14 bright)

Reflection-dominated
CT AGN candidates,

Category 1

No

(81 total, 9 bright)

Yes

(130 total, 23 bright)

No redshift available,
Category 3 candidates

No

(161 total, 14 bright)

Figure 3. Classification scheme. Γ upper limit in the second step refers to
the photon index upper limit estimated using phabs*powerlawmodel. Reli-
able redshift refers to either spectroscopic or confident photometric redshift
estimation (see text for details). Bright source sample is described in Sect. 3.3.

of X-ray spectral indices with the mean Γ ≈ 2 and scatter 𝜎 ≈ 0.2
(Nandra & Pounds 1994; Liu et al. 2022). No information about
the redshifts is needed at this step and, therefore, this procedure is
applied to all extragalactic sources from the eROSITA LH catalogue.
For a small number (129) of faint sources, the 90 per cent upper
bound on the photon index was unconstrained. They obviously cannot
belong to the sought group of hard sources and were excluded from
further analysis and from the plot in Fig. 2. This figure shows the
distribution of best-fitting photon index values and their errors. Out
of 6528 sources, 291 were found to have anomalously hard spectra
with photon indices lower than Γ0 at 90 per cent confidence (red
symbols). The so-constructed group of 291 sources constitutes the
full sample of CT AGN candidates.

However, such a simple approach based on the power law fit may,
in some cases, misclassify mildly obscured sources as CT AGN
candidates. This is because the low-energy absorption turnover can
mimic the shallow slope of the reflected spectrum in the standard
X-ray band.

To identify such cases, we fit the spectra from the initial
sample of 291 CT AGN candidates with the model which in-
cludes intrinsic absorption. We use the following xspec model:
phabs*zphabs*zpowerlw, where phabs describes the Galactic in-
terstellar absorption (as in the previous step), zphabs describes the
intrinsic absorption of the source with account for its redshift, and
zpowerlw is a power law emission spectrum. This model requires
knowledge of the source redshift, for which we used values from
the eROSITA LH catalogue (Gilfanov et al., 2024. in prep.). For
50 sources out of 291 spectroscopic redshifts were available. For
the photometric redshifts delivered by SRGz (Meshcheryakov et al.
2023), we required that the relative redshift uncertainty taken at the
68 per cent confidence level did not exceed 30 per cent, namely
Δ𝑧phot/(1 + 𝑧phot) < 0.3, and that the zConf redshift quality param-
eter was larger than 0.3 (see Meshcheryakov et al. 2023 for details).
Thus, 130 sources out of 291 have sufficiently accurate redshifts (ei-

Source category Description

Category 1 Reflection-dominated CT AGN candidates
(intrinsic 𝑁H is consistent with zero)

Category 2
Mildly obscured AGN candidates
(intrinsic 𝑁H is inconsistent with zero,
but less than 1024 cm−2)

Category 3 No redshift available
(model without intrinsic 𝑁H is applied)

Table 1. Description of different source categories.

ther spectroscopic or photometric) to apply the model with intrinsic
absorption.

For 81 sources, no statistically significant intrinsic absorption was
detected, suggesting that the data do not require absorption turnover.
In combination with a Γ < 1.3 spectrum, this may signal a highly
obscured nature of the source and a reflection-dominated spectrum.
Such sources are labelled as "Category 1" in our work. However,
a word of caution is necessary – the upper limits on intrinsic 𝑁H
for many sources from Category 1 were fairly unconstraining, often
in the ∼ 1022 − 1023 cm−2 range. Furthermore, for faint sources,
the inclusion of intrinsic absorption added degeneracy to the model
parameters, significantly increasing the error on the photon index.
To address this issue, we introduce a bright source subsample in
Sect. 3.3.

For the remaining 49 sources, labelled "Category 2" sources, the
inclusion of the intrinsic absorption in the model led to a statistically
significant improvement of the fit quality at a confidence level of 90
per cent – Δ C-stat > 2.71 compared to the Galactic-only absorption
fit. We also applied Akaike Information Criterion (Akaike 1974)
widely used in the literature (e.g. Buchner et al. 2014). As well known,
AIC accounts for the difference in the number of parameters between
the compared models. Expressed in terms of AIC the Category 2
sources all have Δ AIC > 4.71, with the median values of Δ AIC >

5.52. For these 49 sources, the best-fit intrinsic column density is
inconsistent with zero at the 90% confidence level.

19 sources have a 90 per cent lower limit on intrinsic 𝑁H larger than
1022 cm−2. No sources with intrinsic absorption above 1024 cm−2

were found. The best-fitting values of the photon index in the model
with intrinsic absorption for these sources were found to be consistent
with the canonical value of ∼ 1.9, albeit with large uncertainties.
This is quite natural as in Category 2 sources we are likely observing
emission generated in the vicinity of the supermassive black hole
obscured by the neutral or molecular gas with moderate 𝑁H (case
i in Sect. 3.1). We interpret these sources as mildly obscured (i.e.
𝑁H ≲ 1024 cm−2) AGNs.

The remaining 161 sources do not have sufficiently reliable red-
shift estimates to measure intrinsic absorption in their spectra. They
are marked as "Category 3" sources. Our classification procedure is
recapped in Fig. 3 and category description is provided in Table 1.

3.3 Bright source sample

By construction, Category 1 sources should be interpreted as the
best candidates for reflection-dominated CT AGN. However, as noted
above, the upper limits on the absorption column density are often
unconstraining. The same can be said about the value of the photon

MNRAS 000, 1–17 (2024)
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Category 2 (mildly obscured AGNs)

Figure 4. Γ and intrinsic 𝑁H estimations (phabs*zphabs*zpowerlwmodel)
for the Category 1 (pink squares) and 2 (blue circles) sources from the bright
source sample. Upper limits are at the 90 per cent confidence, while error
bars show 1 𝜎 errors. One source from the Category 1 has Γ = 4.6+2.2

−1.4,
𝑁H = 1.3+1.3

−0.8 and is not shown for the sake of visual clarity.

index estimation after including the intrinsic absorption. These two
effects make the classification of faint sources less robust.

To make further analysis more meaningful, we selected a bright
source sub-sample from the full catalogue of 291 CT AGN can-
didates. We chose the cut of 100 source counts (i.e. background
subtracted) calculated with the eSASS source detection algorithm
ERMLDET. This approximately corresponds to the 0.3–2.3 keV flux
of ∼ 1.5 × 10−14 erg s−1 cm−2 across most of the eROSITA’s Lock-
man Hole survey footprint. 37 sources pass the photon count selec-
tion and make it into the bright subsample: 9 for Category 1, 14 for
Category 2 and 14 for Category 3 (see Fig. 3). They are listed in
Table A1. We publish two separate catalogues – for the bright sub-
sample and the rest (faint sample). Together, they make up the full
sample described in Sect. 3.2.

In Fig. 4 we show Γ-𝑁H plot for the Category 1 and 2 sources from
the bright subsample. The upper limits on the intrinsic absorption are
fairly constraining for almost all Category 1 sources, and their photon
indices are still quite shallow. On the other hand, Category 2 sources
occupy a zone of a "typical" X-ray selected mildly obscured AGN
with Γ ∼ 2 and 𝑁H ∼ 1022 cm−2. From now on we will be referring
to the sources from the bright subsample unless stated otherwise.

4 SPECTRAL ANALYSIS

To illustrate the difference between reflection-dominated CT AGN
candidates (Category 1) and mildly obscured AGN (Category 2), we
plot the spectra of the four brightest sources from each category in
Fig. 5. The difference in their spectral shapes is quite obvious.

For sources with spectroscopic redshifts, we searched for the pos-
sible evolution of their spectral parameters with redshift (Fig. 6). To
this end, we grouped the sources into redshift bins. Since we per-
formed spectral averaging in this exercise, we used all sources, not
only the ones from the bright subsample. For sources of a given cate-
gory and in a given redshift bin, we performed a simultaneous spectral

fitting with all spectral parameters except normalisation tied between
sources. The fit was performed separately for reflection-dominated
CT AGN candidates (Category 1) and mildly obscured AGNs (Cate-
gory 2). The same model, phabs*zphabs*zpowerlw, was used for
both types of sources. We found, as expected, that photon indices
of reflection-dominated CT AGN candidates lie significantly lower
than those for the sources with intrinsic absorption (Fig. 6, upper
panel). Secondly, for CT-AGN candidates, no statistically significant
intrinsic absorption was detected in all bins except the third one
(the same figure, lower panel). Notably, in the first two redshift bins,
where the statistical quality of combined data is sufficiently high, the
upper limits on the intrinsic absorption are fairly constraining, at the
level of ∼ 5 × 1020 and ∼ 1021 cm−2, and the photon indices are
very shallow (Γ ∼ 0.5). This is consistent with the expectation for
reflection-dominated CT AGN, although the particular value of the
photon index may be affected by the presence of the soft excess in
AGN spectra (see Sect. 5.1 for a discussion). In the higher redshift
bins, uncertainties of the spectral parameters notably increase, due
to fewer counts in analysed spectra, and the spectral fit results be-
come less conclusive. Finally, we note that in this analysis we used a
simplifying assumption that all sources of the given category in the
given redshift bin have identical spectral shapes (spectral parameters
except for normalisation were tied to each other).

For the three brightest Category 1 sources with available spectro-
scopic redshifts (srcid 297, 316 and 671 from Table A1), we placed
upper limits on the equivalent width of the Iron line. We added a
redshifted Gaussian emission line (zgauss in xspec, with a fixed
energy of 6.4 keV) to the phabs*powerlawmodel and calculated 90
per cent upper limits on the equivalent width. For sources 297, 316
and 324 the upper limits are 1.9, 1.5, and 0.6 keV respectively. These
numbers should be compared with the equivalent width of ∼ 1 keV
expected in the spectrum of reflected emission (George & Fabian
1991). In this calculation, we assumed a line width of 0.1 keV. The
upper limits reduce by ∼ 13% if we assumed intrinsically narrow
lines with the width of 0.01 keV. This exercise shows that the Iron
lines (if present) are not detectable given our data. Deeper follow-up
observations are needed to characterise fluorescent iron lines in these
sources.

4.1 Spectral fits with UXCLUMPY model.

We further explored the spectra of candidates from different cat-
egories using a physically motivated UXCLUMPY model. UXCLUMPY
(Buchner et al. 2019) is a unification model for a clumpy obscurer in
AGN. It combines a clumpy torus component with an optional "in-
ner ring", a Compton-thick reflector near the corona. The thickness
of a clumpy torus is characterised by the TORsigma parameter (vary-
ing from 0 to 84 deg) − dispersion of the distribution of the cloud
population. Parameter CTKcover determines the covering fraction
of the inner reflector and varies from 0 to 0.6.

Our attempt to fit individual eROSITA spectra with UXCLUMPY
yielded unconstraining results with large uncertainties, even for the
brightest sources from our sample. We therefore applied UXCLUMPY
to combined eROSITA spectra from different categories. We used
sources from the bright sample having spectroscopic redshift (see
Table A1), namely, four sources from Category 1 (excluding srcid
1430, see below) and seven sources from Category 2. The spectra
were fitted simultaneously within each category (C-stat minimization
in xspec). Galactic absorption 𝑁H ,gal was frozen at 7 × 1019, cm−2.
Following Buchner et al. (2019), we fixed Ecut at 400 keV, and
Theta_inc at 90 deg. All parameters of the model except for line of
sight 𝑁H and normalization were linked between individual sources
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Figure 5. Blue line: a spectrum of mildly obscured (𝑁H ∼ 1022 cm−2) source with a turnover (phabs*zphabs*zpowerlwmodel, Category 2), red dashed line:
a spectrum of CT AGN candidate with reflection-dominated spectrum (phabs*powerlaw model, Category 1). The spectra illustrate the cases i and ii from the
Sect. 3.1. Both spectra were unfolded using the model phabs*powerlaw with interstellar absorption fixed at 7 × 1019 cm−2 and Γ fixed at 2. Parameters of
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Figure 6. Upper panel: photon index estimates obtained from
phabs*zphabs*zpowerlw model for simultaneously fitted spectra in dif-
ferent redshift bins for categories 1 and 2 (red and blue points respectively).
The dashed line marks the Γ = 1.3 threshold chosen in this work to separate
CT AGN candidates from other eROSITA sources. Lower panel: 𝑁H estima-
tions obtained from the same model, errors are for the 90% confidence level.

within each category. The best fit parameters are presented in Table 2.
For the line of sight 𝑁H we quote mean value for each category.

As one can see from this table, candidates from different categories
are clearly separated in the parameter space, as it is further illustrated
in Fig. 7. Sources from Category 1 require higher CTKcover values
then those from Category 2. At the same time, Category 1 sources
need little or no component of clumpy torus as the value of TORsigma
is substantially lower for them than for Category 2 sources.

As a sanity check, we randomly chose five "standard" (Type I)
eROSITA AGN with Γ ≈ 2 (gray dots to the right of the red line
in Fig. 2) and source counts more than 300 and fitted their spec-
tra simultaneously with UXCLUMPY model. We found that selected
sources have CTKcover and TORsigma consistent with zero, albeit
with large uncertainties. As expected, neither Compton-thick inner
ring nor absorber are needed to describe X-ray spectra of Type 1
AGN.

Thus, the UXCLUMPY model successfully reproduced eROSITA
spectra of both categories of sources with compatible slope of the
primary power law spectrum and with interpretable values of other
key parameters of the model. In particular, we found a clear differ-
ence between Category 1 and Category 2 sources. It should be noted
that the spectral fits with UXCLUMPY model did not yield canonical
values of hydrogen column density 𝑁H ∼ 1024 cm−2. This result
will be discussed in section 5.
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Source type 𝑁H [×1022],
cm−2

PhoIndex TORsigma CTKcover z
(frozen)

const

1430 (XMM) 1.43 ± 0.06 1.52 ± 0.04 0.31+1.48
−0.13 > 0.49 0.78 0.09 ± 0.08

Category 1 2.0 ± 0.2 1.89 ± 0.23 < 1.51 > 0.49 individual 0.04 ± 0.02

Category 2 0.86 ± 0.40 1.97 ± 0.15 31.65+21.71
−14.47 0.45+0.05

−0.09 individual 0.10 ± 0.09

Table 2. Results of spectral fitting of eROSITA and XMM-Newton data with UXCLUMPY model. See Sections 4.1 and 4.3 for details. For eROSITA spectra
(Category 1 and 2), quoted are are mean values of line of sight 𝑁H.

Figure 7. The covering fraction of the inner Compton thick ring CTKover
and opening angle of the clumpy torus TORsigma in the UXCLUMPY model
for eROSITA spectra of Category 1 (red) and Category 2 (blue) sources and
XMM-Newton spectrum of srcid 1430 (dashed). Contours show 90% error
regions, markers show the best-fit values for each region. See Section 4.3 for
details.

4.2 Comparison with the XMM-Newton data

For a fraction of our bright sample sources, we found counterparts
of eROSITA sources in the 4XMM DR13 catalogue (Webb et al.
2020). The cross-match was performed similarly to Bykov et al.
2022 (their Sect. 3.2). Spectroscopic redshifts were available for 2
sources from Category 1 and 3 sources from Category 2. For each
XMM source, in the case of multiple XMM-Newton observations, we
selected the one with the largest exposure. We fitted XMM spectra
with the phabs*zphabs*zpowerlwmodel and used only pn detector
data (for the srcid 1430 MOS data was also used, see below).

We used the XMM Pipeline Processing System (PPS, Perea-
Calderón et al. 2019) data products where possible. For one object
from Category 2 (srcid 1413) no PPS data products were available,
and we used XMM observation data files (ODF) which we processed
according to the standard XMM-Newton data analysis recipies2.

In Fig. 8 we compare 90 per cent confidence regions for the hydro-
gen column density and photon index determined from the eROSITA
and XMM-Newton data. For most sources, there is good agreement
between the two. eROSITA data appears to be more constraining in

2 https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/xmm-newton/sas-threads

the case of srcid 324. The regions do not intersect in the case of
srcid 1430, but XMM-Newton still shows a notably hard spectrum.
The regions lie very close in case 1413. Given that we compare er-
ror regions at the 90% some non-zero fraction of such situations is
natural. We conclude that overall, there is adequate agreement be-
tween eROSITA and XMM-Newton results. Examples of eROSITA
and XMM-Newton spectra of the two brightest Category 1 sources,
324 and 1430, are shown in Fig. 9.

4.3 Detailed spectral analysis of XMM-Newton long exposure
data for SRGe J105348.6+573032

For srcid 1430 (SRGe J105348.6+573032,
4XMM J105348.7+573033), XMM-Newton accumulated sig-
nificant exposure time, about ∼ 106 sec. For this source, we
performed a detailed spectral analysis of the full set of available
XMM-Newton data using the UXCLUMPY model. Four sets of
XMM-Newton observations of the source were performed between
2000 and 2002, with 4−3 observations in each set. The third set,
performed between Oct. 19−27 2002, was significantly affected
by the solar activity and we excluded it from our analysis. For
the nine remaining observations, both the pn and MOS data were
used with a total exposure of 1.04 Msec. The combined data of
all observations were fitted to the UXCLUMPY model, the best-fit
parameters are listed in Table 2. The 90% error region for TORsigma
and CTKcover is shown in Fig. 7, along with error regions for the
Category 1 and 2 combined eROSITA spectra. We also fit individual
sets of XMM-Newton observations and found consistent values
of the best fit parameters, albeit with large errors. From Fig. 7
and Table 2 one can see that XMM-Newton data for srcid 1430
yield results which are fully consistent with those obtained from
eROSITA spectra of Category 1 sources. Note, that srcid 1430 was
excluded from spectral fitting of eROSITA data, shown in Fig. 7 and
Table 2. We finally note that the best fit value of the photon index in
UXCLUMPY XMM-Newton fit is rather hard. We carefully investigated
the parameter space of the model and confirmed that the minimum
found is global. This behaviour might be similar, for example, to the
one found for NGC 424 in Buchner et al. (2021).

Fluorescent line of neutral iron is modelled self-consistently in
UXCLUMPY model. In order to measure its equivalent width directly
from the observed spectrum, we fit the XMM-Newton spectrum with
the power law model with a superimposed Gaussian line, which
energy was fixed at the redshifted position of the fluorescent line of
neutral iron. Assuming intrinsically narrow line, we obtained best fit
value of the equivalent width of 0.19 keV with 90% error interval of
0.09 − 0.27 keV. This value corresponds to about ∼ 1/5 of what is
expected in purely reflected spectrum.

Similar to the best fit to eROSITA spectra of Category 1 sources
(Table 2, Fig. 7) we obtained rather low value of hydrogen column
density in the UXCLUMPYmodel,∼ 1022 cm−2. This will be discussed
in the following section.
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5 DISCUSSION

5.1 Limitations of the analysis

The utter simplicity of the method employed in this paper to search
for CT AGN candidates allows us to apply it to faint sources with
just over ∼ 20 eROSITA counts. However, this also brings about
its main limitation – a one-component spectral model, an absorbed
power law, is used to characterise complex data. Real X-ray spec-
tra of (CT-) AGNs are much more complicated and include several
different components: transmitted emission, reflected emission with
fluorescent lines and absorption edges (see Sect. 1), and soft excess.
For this reason, the photon indices and hydrogen column density
values obtained in power fits should be interpreted with a certain
caution.

The picture is further complicated by the fact that the physical state
of obscuring material may not be neutral, as was implicitly assumed
throughout this work, but (partially) ionised. Some AGNs show sig-
natures of absorption of X-rays by mildly ionised optically thin gas,
called warm absorber (Reynolds & Fabian 1995). The material re-
sponsible for warm absorbers is linked to outflows or winds launched
from broad line regions or tori (Laha et al. 2014). X-ray signatures of
warm absorber systems include (blueshifted) absorption lines which
require high-resolution spectroscopy to be detected (Blustin et al.
2005; Kallman & Dorodnitsyn 2019).

The relative amplitude of reflected and direct emission may change
from source to source and depends on many factors. The geometry of
the material giving rise to the reflected emission might also not be as
simple as a torus with a smooth surface and may be constrained with
high-quality spectra (Buchner et al. 2019). The exact shape of the
Compton hump, fluorescent lines, and the transmitted spectrum de-
pend on the geometry of the source and reprocessing media (Nenkova
et al. 2008; Buchner et al. 2021). There is an array of spectral models
with various geometries, from the solid torus to the agglomeration of
blobs to simulate patchy absorbers. To name a few, mytorus (Mur-
phy & Yaqoob 2009; Yaqoob 2012), borus (Baloković et al. 2018),
bntorus (Brightman & Nandra 2011), RXTorus (Paltani & Ricci
2017), UXCLUMPY (Buchner et al. 2019) have been applied to the data
from some CT AGNs (e.g. Arévalo et al. 2014; Kallová et al. 2024).

An additional component, possibly of thermal origin, is often
observed in AGN at energies <∼ 1 keV, called "soft excess". It may be
related to a warm corona or Comptonised emission from the accretion
disc (Gierliński & Done 2004; Guainazzi & Bianchi 2007; Done et al.
2012). Such a component is also observed in some CT AGNs (e.g.
Silver et al. 2022; Peca et al. 2023; Sengupta et al. 2023). Indeed,
analysing eROSITA data from the eFEDS field, Waddell et al. (2023)
found that a significant portion of hard-band selected AGNs show
evidence of complex absorption (with a warm absorber or an absorber
with partial covering best describing the data). In addition, they found
that a fraction of hard X-ray-selected AGNs possess a soft excess.

We did not find clear statistically significant evidence of a soft
excess among our CT AGN candidates. However, the presence of
a soft excess in the spectrum will effectively increase the observed
photon index in the eROSITA band, making sources appear softer.
This may result in the loss of some of the true CT-AGNs in our
selection procedure based on the photon index cut of Γ < 1.3.

Complexities discussed in this subsection can potentially lead to
misclassification or loss of some CT AGNs in our selection pro-
cedure (Sect. 3.2). However, a combination of the modest numbers
of counts for the majority of sources and the sensitivity range of
SRG/eROSITA, limited to the standard X-ray band, makes use of
more physically motivated models such as mytorus unfeasible for
most of the sources. As mentioned, out of 291 candidates, only 37

objects have more than 100 source counts (the typical lower limit for
a meaningful X-ray spectral analysis).

All that being said, our selection procedure has picked up a small
sub-population of very peculiar sources with the X-ray spectral in-
dex much harder, with sufficient statistical confidence, than canon-
ical spectra of AGN. These sources constitute less than ≈ 5% of
all extragalactic sources in the Lockman Hole field detected by
SRG/eROSITA. Their spectra are much shallower than what can be
produced by unsaturated Comptonisation of soft photons (Sunyaev
& Titarchuk 1980) believed to be the primary mechanism of the
generation of X-ray emission in AGN. The sample of CT AGN can-
didates constructed in this paper can be a good starting point for
future follow-ups and broadband spectral studies.

5.2 Comments on UXCLUMPY spectral fit results

In order to place our findings in the context of current understanding
of CT AGN, we analysed X-ray spectra using a physically motivated
spectral model. To do this, we chose the UXCLUMPY model (Buchner
et al. 2019). We fitted with this model combined eROSITA spectra of
Category 1 and 2 sources from the bright sample (Section 4.1). For
comparison, we also considered a similar number of spectra of a ran-
domly chosen standard (Type I) AGN. We found that the UXCLUMPY
model can adequately describe both categories of eROSITA sources
with consistent values of the underlying power law, Γ ≈ 1.9 (Table 2)
and an easily interpretable pattern of CTKcover and TORsigma pa-
rameters, describing the covering fraction of the Compton-thick inner
ring and the (angular) thickness of the clumpy absorber. We found
that while, as expected, no Compton-thick inner ring or absorber is
required for the spectra of the "standard" AGN, both Category 1 and
2 sources require a Compton-thick inner ring (Fig. 7). For Category 1
sources, larger covering fraction of the inner ring is needed but with
very compact, if any, clumpy absorber outside, while for Category 2
sources the clumpy absorber seems to play a role, with significant an-
gular dispersion of≈ 30◦. This pattern was confirmed by our analysis
of deep XMM-Newton exposure of one of our Category 1 sources,
Type 2 galaxy SRGe J105348.6+573032/4XMM J105348.7+573033
(srcid 1430), for which we obtained best fit parameters fully con-
sistent with those for eROSITA spectra of Category 1 sources.

We obtained surprisingly modest values of the line of sight column
density 𝑁H, never reaching canonical 𝑁H ∼ 1024 cm−2, expected for
CT AGN. The values of line-of-sight 𝑁H are similar for eROSITA
spectra of Category 1 sources as well as for srcid 1430. The reason
for such behaviour is not entirely clear. A possible explanation may
be that spectral fits reported here are handicapped by the lack of
X-ray data above ∼ 5 − 10 keV (recall that the eROSITA response
falls sharply above ∼ 2.3 keV). Indeed, it is is well known, that
broadband spectral modelling, including the hard X-ray band, is
critical for analysing spectra of highly absorbed and Compton-thick
AGNs (Arévalo et al. 2014; Padovani et al. 2017; Buchner et al. 2019,
2021).

Alternatively, our selection algorithm might have picked up a pe-
culiar subclass of CT AGN. UXCLUMPY spectral fit results, taken at the
face value, may suggest that in these sources the supermassive black
hole is surrounded by a inner ring of Compton-thick clouds with suf-
ficiently large covering fraction, >∼ 0.5 − 0.6. The clumpy absorber
outside the inner ring is, however, quite transparent, 𝑁H <∼ 1023 cm−2.
In this, admittedly speculative, picture we are observing a superpo-
sition of two components: (i) the direct emission from the vicinity of
the supermassive black hole which passed through the inner ring of
clouds unaffected and (ii) its emission reflected from the Compton-
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thick inner ring. Contribution of the reflected component (ii) explains
shallow spectra of these sources, which can not be produced via un-
saturated Comptonization, while contribution of the component (i)
dilutes reflected emission and explains relative weakness of the fluo-
rescent line of iron, observed in srcid 1430. In order to make further
progress in uncovering the true origin of these sources, high quality
broad band data is needed.

5.3 Comments on the possible follow-up strategies

The catalogue of potential CT AGN candidates consists of 291 X-ray
sources. Although we divided sources into three categories, in prin-
ciple, any source in the catalogue may be a true CT AGN.

However, we classified Category 2 sources as possibly mildly ob-
scured AGN due to the detection of statistically significant intrinsic
absorption and "normal" AGN-like slopes (albeit with large uncer-
tainties) of their spectra. Therefore, potential X-ray follow-up should
prioritise Category 1 sources, which eROSITA spectra match best
the expectations for CT AGN. Since a relatively detailed spectrum is
needed to establish CT nature (e.g. to resolve Iron lines, absorption
edges and the Compton hump), it would make sense to observe the
brightest targets first. Out of 81 sources from Category 1, 9 have
more than 100 source counts (see Table A1).

Of these 9 sources, 5 have publicly available optical spectroscopic
classification (SDSS and 2MASS). Interestingly, according to avail-
able data, only one of these sources is classified as Type 2 AGN
– srcid 1430 which XMM-Newton spectrum was analysed in Sec-
tion 4.3 and also discussed above. The remaining 4 sources (srcids
297, 316, 671, 711) were classified as Type 1 objects, despite the fact
that they have X-ray spectral characteristics similar to srcid 1430
and different from Type 1 AGN from Category 2. Such a discrepancy
between optical classification and X-ray spectral properties of AGN
has been known before. For example, Guainazzi et al. 2004 described
the case of Mkn 668 which features a reflection-dominated CT X-ray
spectrum and yet is classified as Type 1 AGN based on the presence
of broad Balmer lines in its optical spectrum. They proposed several
explanations for such a behaviour, including uncorrelated variabil-
ity between the two bands, the possibility that young post-merger
AGNs may have more compact molecular torii which do not effec-
tively cover the direct view of the broad line region, and a few other
possibilities.

This may open another venue for the follow up in the optical band –
to explore spectroscopic classification of these sources further, veri-
fying existing automated classification and making new observations
when needed. We note however, that the ultimate marker for the CT
nature of these objects would be follow-up X-ray observations cover-
ing hard X-ray band, above∼ 10 keV. Finally, we note for comparison
that among 14 bright Category 2 sources, 7 have spectroscopic clas-
sification and all of them are Type 1 AGN except srcid 1413, which
is classified as "composite" (containing both AGN activity and star
formation) in Toba et al. 2014.

Category 3 sources do not have reliable redshift measurements. For
these sources, it would make sense to select several brightest sources,
e.g. with the 0.5–2 keV flux exceeding 10−14 erg s−1 cm−2. For
these sources, one might start with optical spectroscopy to measure
their redshifts. This may be followed up with detailed X-ray spectral
analysis of eROSITA data and/or with deeper X-ray observations.
It should also be noted that, although accurate hydrogen column
density measurement is not possible without knowledge of the source
redshift, a qualitative assessment of the presence (or absence) of the
absorption turnover may often be possible, as illustrated in Fig. 5.

Finally, we emphasise the critical importance of broadband X-ray

data for any X-ray follow-up of CT AGN candidates (e.g. Traina et al.
2021). An important role will be played by NuSTAR (Harrison et al.
2013) and SRG/ART-XC (Pavlinsky et al. 2021) telescopes. Their data
will need to be combined with preferably quasi-contemporaneous
observations in the standard X-ray band with XMM-Newton (Jansen
et al. 2001) and/or Chandra (Weisskopf et al. 2000) telescopes.

5.4 Density of reflection dominated CT AGN

Based on our results, we can estimate the sky density of reflection-
dominated CT AGN candidates. Given the area of the Lockman Hole
region analysed in this paper, our estimates are not very constraining.
However, they may be useful in the context of further studies.

Let us assume that sources with spectra softer than the threshold
used to select CT AGN candidates (Γ − Γerr > Γ0, where Γ0 = 1.3
is a threshold value from Section 3.2 and Γerr is the 90% statistical
uncertainty on the photon index Γ) are unlikely to be reflection-
dominated CT AGN (non-CT hereafter). This way, the upper limit on
the fraction 𝑓 of reflection-dominated CT AGN in LH will be defined
as (𝑁all − 𝑁non-CT)/𝑁all, where 𝑁all – all extragalactic point-like
sources in Lockman Hole.

The lower limit on the fraction 𝑓 of reflection-dominated CT AGN
in LH is defined as the number of candidates from Category 1,
reflection-dominated CT AGN candidates (𝑁CT), divided by 𝑁all.

To estimate the sky density of reflection-dominated CT AGN, we
divided the corresponding source numbers by the sky area. The sen-
sitivity map was considered when applying flux thresholds in count-
ing sources. Although the sensitivity is mostly uniform through-
out the entire ≈ 29 deg2 Lockman Hole field, it becomes lower
at the field edges. The sensitivity map was produced using the
eSASS ersensmap task with the detection likelihood threshold pa-
rameter likemin set at 10 (the same value was used to produce the
Lockman Hole catalogue).

Table 3 shows the lower and upper limit of reflection-dominated
CT AGN number 𝑁CT, sky density 𝜌 (deg−2) and their fraction 𝑓 (in
per cent) for the limiting flux 1.5 × 10−14 erg s−1 cm−2. This flux
limit approximately corresponds to the typical sensitivity achieved
by eROSITA after 4 all-sky surveys. For the Lockman Hole survey, it
approximately corresponds to 100 source counts. With this flux limit,
the area of the survey is 28.65 deg, 𝑁all = 1173 and 𝑁non-CT = 862.
The lower limit on the sky density is 0.35 deg−2 which is consistent
with predictions made for a similar limiting flux 10−14 erg s−1 cm−2

in Akylas et al. 2012 (0.2−0.9 deg−2). We should note that the latter
includes all kinds of CT AGN, not only reflection-dominated sources.

Ananna et al. 2019 obtained luminosity function of absorbed
AGN for intrinsic column densities as high as 1026 cm−2. We
use their results to make an independent estimate of the expected
numbers of CT AGN with 𝑁H > 1025 cm−2. To this end we use
the Compton-thick (𝑁H > 1024 cm−2) number counts from their
Fig. 15 to estimate sky density of CT sources for the limiting flux of
1.5 × 10−14 erg s−1 cm−2 in the energy range of 0.3 – 2.3 keV. In
order to convert 2−7 keV flux from their plot to our range of interest,
0.3−2.3 keV, we used the best fit UXCLUMPYmodel to the Category 1
spectra (Table 2). We also used the assumption from Ananna et al.
(2019) that the sky density of CT AGN in log 𝑁H between 24 − 25
and 25 − 26 is equal.

We computed the sky density of CT AGNs with 𝑁H > 1025 cm−2

and obtained the values of 0.37 − 0.48 deg−2 for the limiting flux
of 1.5× 10−14 erg s−1 cm−2 in the 0.3 – 2.3 keV energy range. This
estimation a) is in good agreement with the lower limit from our mea-
surement, Table 3 and b) it is much higher than some of the estimates
obtained in previous works on the topic (e.g. Aird et al. 2015; Ueda
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limit 𝑁CT 𝜌 𝑓 (%)

lower 10 0.35 0.85 ± 0.27

upper 311 10.86 26.51 ± 1.29

Table 3. Lower and upper limit estimations of CT AGN number, sky density
(𝜌, deg−2) and fraction ( 𝑓 ) in per cent with the standard error. The limiting
flux is 1.5 × 10−14 erg s−1 cm−2. The errors have been calculated for a
binomial distribution.

et al. 2014). We note that the advantage of X-ray luminoisty function
from Ananna et al. 2019, which adds confidence in this number, is
that it correctly predicts Chandra COSMOS-Legacy Compton-thick
number counts, see their Fig. 15 on which our estimate is also based.
On the other hand, the inaccuracy of this estimate may come from
the assumption of equal sky densities of CT AGN between log 𝑁H
24−25 and 25−26. However, this (or similar) assumption is difficult
to avoid at present as there are no or little reliable data for objects
with 𝑁H > 1025 cm−2.

6 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we performed a search for reflection-dominated
Compton-thick Active Galactic Nuclei candidates in the Lockman
Hole region using the X-ray data from SRG/eROSITA telescope. Our
search is based on the X-ray spectral indices of extragalactic sources
detected by eROSITA in this field. More specifically, we required that
the upper end of the error interval for the photon index at the 90%
confidence did not exceed the fiducial value of Γ0 = 1.3. Such shal-
low spectra are untypical for normal type I AGN and may indicate
the dominance of the emission reflected from the molecular torus.

We find 291 sources with such a hard photon index. They represent
a very small sub-population of extragalactic X-ray sources detected
by eROSITA in this region, about ≈ 5%. Of those 291 sources, 81
have no evidence of intrinsic absorption, 49 have intrinsic absorption
and are likely moderately obscured AGNs, and 161 sources have no
reliable redshift to perform the intrinsic absorption analysis. These
sources form three categories which may contain bona fide CT AGNs
with reflection-dominated spectra.

We present two catalogues, the bright subsample (with source
counts higher than 100, 37 sources), and the faint one (254 sources).
We list their X-ray properties and estimate their fraction (among all
sources) and sky density. We show examples of individual spectra
and use stacking analysis to search for possible evolution of their
properties with redshift.

In order to interpret our findings in the framework of physically
motivated models, we fit grouped eROSITA spectra of sources in the
bright sample with UXCLUMPYmodel (Buchner et al. 2019) and found
that Category 1 and 2 sources occupy distinct regions in the parameter
space of this model. Using terminology of the UXCLUMPYmodel, Cat-
egory 1 sources require larger solid angle subtended by the Compton-
thick inner screen and much more compact clumpy absorber than
Category 2 sources. This trend is also confirmed by our analysis of
the ultra deep (∼ 1 Msec) data on one of our Category 1 sources,
Type 2 galaxy SRGe J105348.6+573032/4XMM J105348.7+573033
(srcid 1430). Its best fit and error region for TORsigma and
CTKcover parameters of the model are fully consistent with those
for the Category 1 eROSITA sources. However, our spectral fits
yielded surprisingly moderate values the line-of-sight 𝑁H values,

never reaching 𝑁H ∼ 1024 cm−2 typically expected for CT AGN.
We tentatively proposed a plausible interpretation of this result.

We discuss the limitations of the analysis due to the low number
of counts and the implications of our inability to apply sophisticated
models for spectral fitting. The catalogues of reflection-dominated
CT AGN candidates can be used for planning future studies and
follow-ups, and possible strategies are discussed.

Further observations of the selected sources from our catalogue
of reflection-dominated CT AGN candidates with higher sensitivity
in the hard X-ray band, first of all using NuSTAR and SRG/ART-XC
telescopes, will permit the search for fluorescent iron line and Comp-
ton reflection continuum, establishing or refuting the highly obscured
nature of the sources from our catalogue.

The Lockman Hole region presents a good opportunity for studies
of obscured AGNs. It has extensive multiwavelength coverage advan-
tageous for more effective identification of obscured sources, very
low interstellar absorption for studying their soft X-ray properties,
and a large enough area to discover rare objects. The extension of the
method to the eROSITA all-sky survey is expected to produce many
more CT AGNs candidates. The refinement of the method with the
all-sky data and subsequent follow-up will allow for an increase in
the purity and completeness of candidate selection.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This work is based on observations with eROSITA telescope onboard
SRG observatory. The SRG observatory was built by Roskosmos in
the interests of the Russian Academy of Sciences represented by its
Space Research Institute (IKI) in the framework of the Russian Fed-
eral Space Program, with the participation of the Deutsches Zentrum
für Luft- und Raumfahrt (DLR). The SRG/eROSITA X-ray telescope
was built by a consortium of German Institutes led by MPE, and sup-
ported by DLR. The SRG spacecraft was designed, built, launched
and is operated by the Lavochkin Association and its subcontrac-
tors. The science data are downlinked via the Deep Space Network
Antennae in Bear Lakes, Ussurĳsk, and Baykonur, funded by Roskos-
mos. The eROSITA data used in this work were processed using the
eSASS software system developed by the German eROSITA consor-
tium and proprietary data reduction and analysis software developed
by the Russian eROSITA Consortium. This work was supported by the
Ministry of Science and Higher Education grant 075-15-2024-647.

This work used the data obtained with XMM-Newton, an ESA
science mission with instruments and contributions directly funded
by ESA Member States and NASA.

The following software was used: xspec, (Arnaud 1996), NumPy
(Harris et al. 2020), Matplotlib (Hunter 2007), SciPy (Virtanen et al.
2020), pandas (Wes McKinney 2010), AstroPy (Astropy Collabora-
tion et al. 2018).

The authors would like to thank the anonymous referee for in-
sightful and constructive comments which helped to improve the
paper.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The catalogues presented in this article are available as online sup-
plementary material. SRG/eROSITA data on the sources published
in this paper can be made available upon a reasonable request. The
catalogue of reflection-dominated Compton-thick AGN candidates

MNRAS 000, 1–17 (2024)



12 M.I. Belvedersky et al.

presented here will be made publicly available via the VizieR3 system
after the publication of this work.

REFERENCES

Aird J., Coil A. L., Georgakakis A., Nandra K., Barro G., Pérez-González
P. G., 2015, MNRAS, 451, 1892

Akaike H., 1974, IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 19, 716
Akylas A., Georgakakis A., Georgantopoulos I., Brightman M., Nandra K.,

2012, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 546, A98
Akylas A., Georgantopoulos I., Ranalli P., Gkiokas E., Corral A., Lanzuisi

G., 2016, A&A, 594, A73
Alexander D. M., Brandt W. N., Hornschemeier A. E., Garmire G. P., Schnei-

der D. P., Bauer F. E., Griffiths R. E., 2001, AJ, 122, 2156
Alexander D. M., et al., 2003, AJ, 125, 383
Ananna T. T., et al., 2019, ApJ, 871, 240
Antonucci R., 1993, ARA&A, 31, 473
Arévalo P., et al., 2014, ApJ, 791, 81
Arnaud K. A., 1996, in Jacoby G. H., Barnes J., eds, Astronomical Society

of the Pacific Conference Series Vol. 101, Astronomical Data Analysis
Software and Systems V. p. 17

Astropy Collaboration et al., 2018, AJ, 156, 123
Ballantyne D. R., Draper A. R., Madsen K. K., Rigby J. R., Treister E., 2011,

ApJ, 736, 56
Baloković M., et al., 2018, ApJ, 854, 42
Baloković M., et al., 2020, ApJ, 905, 41
Baronchelli L., et al., 2017, MNRAS, 471, 364
Basko M. M., Sunyaev R. A., Titarchuk L. G., 1974, A&A, 31, 249
Belvedersky M. I., Bykov S. D., Gilfanov M. R., 2022, Astronomy Letters,

48, 755
Blustin A. J., Page M. J., Fuerst S. V., Branduardi-Raymont G., Ashton C. E.,

2005, A&A, 431, 111
Brandt W. N., Alexander D. M., 2015, A&ARv, 23, 1
Brightman M., Nandra K., 2011, MNRAS, 413, 1206
Brightman M., et al., 2015, ApJ, 805, 41
Brunner H., et al., 2022, A&A, 661, A1
Brusa M., et al., 2010, ApJ, 716, 348
Buchner J., 2015, in Gandhi P., Hoenig S. F., eds, TORUS2015: The AGN

Unification Scheme After 30 Years.
Buchner J., et al., 2014, A&A, 564, A125
Buchner J., Brightman M., Nandra K., Nikutta R., Bauer F. E., 2019, A&A,

629, A16
Buchner J., Brightman M., Baloković M., Wada K., Bauer F. E., Nandra K.,

2021, A&A, 651, A58
Bykov S. D., Belvedersky M. I., Gilfanov M. R., 2022, Astronomy Letters,

48, 653
Comastri A., 2004, in Barger A. J., ed., Astrophysics and Space Science Li-

brary Vol. 308, Supermassive Black Holes in the Distant Universe. p. 245
(arXiv:astro-ph/0403693), doi:10.1007/978-1-4020-2471-9_8

Comastri A., et al., 2011, A&A, 526, L9
Dickey J. M., Lockman F. J., 1990, ARA&A, 28, 215
Done C., 2010, arXiv e-prints, p. arXiv:1008.2287
Done C., Davis S. W., Jin C., Blaes O., Ward M., 2012, MNRAS, 420, 1848
Elvis M., 2000, ApJ, 545, 63
Fiore F., et al., 2012, A&A, 537, A16
Fontanot F., et al., 2020, MNRAS, 496, 3943
Gandhi P., et al., 2013, ApJ, 773, 51
Georgantopoulos I., Akylas A., Georgakakis A., Rowan-Robinson M., 2009,

A&A, 507, 747
Georgantopoulos I., et al., 2013, A&A, 555, A43
George I. M., Fabian A. C., 1991, MNRAS, 249, 352
Gierliński M., Done C., 2004, MNRAS, 349, L7
Gilli R., Comastri A., Hasinger G., 2007, A&A, 463, 79
Guainazzi M., Bianchi S., 2007, MNRAS, 374, 1290

3 https://vizier.cds.unistra.fr/viz-bin/VizieR

Guainazzi M., Siemiginowska A., Rodriguez-Pascual P., Stanghellini C.,
2004, A&A, 421, 461

Guainazzi M., Matt G., Perola G. C., 2005, A&A, 444, 119
HI4PI Collaboration et al., 2016, A&A, 594, A116
Harris C. R., et al., 2020, Nature, 585, 357
Harrison F. A., et al., 2013, ApJ, 770, 103
Hickox R. C., Alexander D. M., 2018, ARA&A, 56, 625
Hunter J. D., 2007, Computing in Science & Engineering, 9, 90
Ichikawa K., et al., 2019, ApJ, 870, 31
Jansen F., et al., 2001, A&A, 365, L1
Kallman T., Dorodnitsyn A., 2019, ApJ, 884, 111
Kallová K., Boorman P. G., Ricci C., 2024, ApJ, 966, 116
Kawamuro T., Ueda Y., Tazaki F., Ricci C., Terashima Y., 2016, ApJS, 225,

14
Kormendy J., Ho L. C., 2013, ARA&A, 51, 511
Laha S., Guainazzi M., Dewangan G. C., Chakravorty S., Kembhavi A. K.,

2014, MNRAS, 441, 2613
Lansbury G. B., et al., 2017, ApJ, 846, 20
Liu T., et al., 2022, A&A, 661, A5
Lockman F. J., Jahoda K., McCammon D., 1986, ApJ, 302, 432
Magdziarz P., Zdziarski A. A., 1995, MNRAS, 273, 837
Malizia A., Bassani L., Bazzano A., Bird A. J., Masetti N., Panessa F., Stephen

J. B., Ubertini P., 2012, MNRAS, 426, 1750
Marconi A., Risaliti G., Gilli R., Hunt L. K., Maiolino R., Salvati M., 2004,

MNRAS, 351, 169
Masini A., Comastri A., Hickox R. C., Koss M., Civano F., Brigthman M.,

Brusa M., Lanzuisi G., 2019, ApJ, 882, 83
Meshcheryakov A. V., et al., 2023, Astronomy Letters, 49, 359
Murphy K. D., Yaqoob T., 2009, MNRAS, 397, 1549
Nandra K., Pounds K. A., 1994, MNRAS, 268, 405
Nenkova M., Sirocky M. M., Ivezić Ž., Elitzur M., 2008, ApJ, 685, 147
Netzer H., 2015, ARA&A, 53, 365
Padovani P., et al., 2017, A&ARv, 25, 2
Page M. J., Stevens J. A., Ivison R. J., Carrera F. J., 2004, ApJ, 611, L85
Paltani S., Ricci C., 2017, A&A, 607, A31
Pavlinsky M., et al., 2021, A&A, 650, A42
Peca A., et al., 2023, ApJ, 943, 162
Perea-Calderón J. V., Rodriguez-Pascual P., Ojero-Pascual E., Tomás L.,

Gabriel C., 2019, in Molinaro M., Shortridge K., Pasian F., eds, Astro-
nomical Society of the Pacific Conference Series Vol. 521, Astronomical
Data Analysis Software and Systems XXVI. p. 695

Pounds K. A., Nandra K., Stewart G. C., George I. M., Fabian A. C., 1990,
Nature, 344, 132

Predehl P., et al., 2021, A&A, 647, A1
Reynolds C. S., Fabian A. C., 1995, MNRAS, 273, 1167
Ricci C., Ueda Y., Koss M. J., Trakhtenbrot B., Bauer F. E., Gandhi P., 2015,

ApJ, 815, L13
Ross R. R., Fabian A. C., 2007, MNRAS, 381, 1697
Sazonov S., Revnivtsev M., Krivonos R., Churazov E., Sunyaev R., 2007,

A&A, 462, 57
Sengupta D., et al., 2023, A&A, 676, A103
Signorini M., et al., 2023, A&A, 676, A49
Silver R., et al., 2022, ApJ, 940, 148
Stern D., et al., 2014, ApJ, 794, 102
Sunyaev R. A., Titarchuk L. G., 1980, A&A, 86, 121
Sunyaev R., et al., 2021, A&A, 656, A132
Toba Y., et al., 2014, ApJ, 788, 45
Tozzi P., et al., 2006, A&A, 451, 457
Traina A., et al., 2021, The Astrophysical Journal, 922, 159
Ueda Y., Akiyama M., Hasinger G., Miyaji T., Watson M. G., 2014, ApJ, 786,

104
Virtanen P., et al., 2020, Nature Methods, 17, 261
Waddell S. G. H., et al., 2023, arXiv e-prints, p. arXiv:2306.00961
Waddell S. G. H., et al., 2024, arXiv e-prints, p. arXiv:2401.17306
Webb N. A., et al., 2020, A&A, 641, A136
Weisskopf M. C., Tananbaum H. D., Van Speybroeck L. P., O’Dell S. L., 2000,

in Truemper J. E., Aschenbach B., eds, Society of Photo-Optical Instru-
mentation Engineers (SPIE) Conference Series Vol. 4012, X-Ray Optics,

MNRAS 000, 1–17 (2024)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv1062
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015MNRAS.451.1892A
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1974ITAC...19..716A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201628711
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016A&A...594A..73A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/323540
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001AJ....122.2156A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/346088
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003AJ....125..383A
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aafb77
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...871..240A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.aa.31.090193.002353
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1993ARA&A..31..473A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/791/2/81
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ApJ...791...81A
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/aabc4f
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018AJ....156..123A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/736/1/56
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011ApJ...736...56B
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaa7eb
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018ApJ...854...42B
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abc342
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020ApJ...905...41B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx1561
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017MNRAS.471..364B
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1974A&A....31..249B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1063773722110020
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022AstL...48..755B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20041775
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005A&A...431..111B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00159-014-0081-z
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015A&ARv..23....1B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.18207.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011MNRAS.413.1206B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/805/1/41
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ApJ...805...41B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202141266
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022A&A...661A...1B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/716/1/348
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010ApJ...716..348B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201322971
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014A&A...564A.125B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201834771
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019A&A...629A..16B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201834963
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021A&A...651A..58B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1063773722110044
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022AstL...48..653B
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-2471-9_8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201016119
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011A&A...526L...9C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.aa.28.090190.001243
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1990ARA&A..28..215D
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1008.2287
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010arXiv1008.2287D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.19779.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012MNRAS.420.1848D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/317778
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2000ApJ...545...63E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201117581
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012A&A...537A..16F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa1716
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020MNRAS.496.3943F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/773/1/51
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ApJ...773...51G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200912395
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009A&A...507..747G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201220828
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013A&A...555A..43G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/249.2.352
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1991MNRAS.249..352G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.07687.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004MNRAS.349L...7G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066334
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007A&A...463...79G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.11229.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007MNRAS.374.1290G
https://vizier.cds.unistra.fr/viz-bin/VizieR
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20047051
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004A&A...421..461G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20053643
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005A&A...444..119G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201629178
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016A&A...594A.116H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2649-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/770/2/103
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ApJ...770..103H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-081817-051803
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018ARA&A..56..625H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2007.55
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaef8f
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...870...31I
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20000036
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2001A&A...365L...1J
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab40aa
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...884..111K
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad3235
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2024ApJ...966..116K
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0067-0049/225/1/14
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016ApJS..225...14K
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016ApJS..225...14K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-082708-101811
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ARA&A..51..511K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu669
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014MNRAS.441.2613L
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa8176
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJ...846...20L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202141643
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022A&A...661A...5L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/164002
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1986ApJ...302..432L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/273.3.837
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1995MNRAS.273..837M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21755.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012MNRAS.426.1750M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.07765.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004MNRAS.351..169M
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab3214
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...882...83M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1063773723070022
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023AstL...49..359M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2009.15025.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009MNRAS.397.1549M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/268.2.405
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1994MNRAS.268..405N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/590482
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008ApJ...685..147N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-082214-122302
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ARA&A..53..365N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00159-017-0102-9
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017A&ARv..25....2P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/423892
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2004ApJ...611L..85P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201629623
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017A&A...607A..31P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202040265
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021A&A...650A..42P
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/acac28
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023ApJ...943..162P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/344132a0
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1990Natur.344..132P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039313
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021A&A...647A...1P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/273.4.1167
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1995MNRAS.273.1167R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/815/1/L13
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ApJ...815L..13R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2007.12339.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007MNRAS.381.1697R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066277
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007A&A...462...57S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202245646
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023A&A...676A.103S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202346364
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023A&A...676A..49S
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac9bf8
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022ApJ...940..148S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/794/2/102
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ApJ...794..102S
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1980A&A....86..121S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202141179
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021A&A...656A.132S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/788/1/45
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ApJ...788...45T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20042592
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006A&A...451..457T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/786/2/104
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ApJ...786..104U
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014ApJ...786..104U
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2
https://rdcu.be/b08Wh
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2306.00961
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023arXiv230600961W
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2401.17306
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2024arXiv240117306W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201937353
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020A&A...641A.136W


SRG/eROSITA Reflection-dominated Compton-thick AGN candidates in Lockman Hole 13

Instruments, and Missions III. pp 2–16 (arXiv:astro-ph/0004127),
doi:10.1117/12.391545

Wes McKinney 2010, in Stéfan van der Walt Jarrod Millman eds, Pro-
ceedings of the 9th Python in Science Conference. pp 56 – 61,
doi:10.25080/Majora-92bf1922-00a

Yaqoob T., 2012, MNRAS, 423, 3360

APPENDIX A: THE BRIGHT SOURCE CATALOGUE

Table A1 shows the bright subsample (see Sect. 3.3), sorted in de-
creasing X-ray flux order (within each category). Only a subset of
columns is shown. The full catalogue is available in the supplemen-
tary materials and via VizieR, as well as a separate catalogue for the
faint sample. The excerpt of the latter is shown in Table A1.

A1 Catalogue discription

Both the bright and the faint source catalogues of SRG/eROSITA
reflection-dominated Compton-thick AGN candidates in the Lock-
man Hole will be available via the VizieR web service and in
supplementary materials. The bright source catalogue contains
37 rows, the faint one – 254. Both contain 23 columns. The
columns include the source index, name and coordinates of both
the SRG/eROSITA sources and their optical candidates taken from
Bykov et al. (2022). Each candidate has a category assigned in
Sect. 3.2, description of these categories is given in Table 1. Pa-
rameters and errors are provided for two models, phabs*powerlaw
and phabs*zphabs*zpowerlw. Errors are quoted at the 90 per cent
confidence level. X-ray characteristics include 0.5-2.0 keV flux with
1-sigma error and source counts. Spectroscopic redshifts for some
optical counterparts were obtained in Belvedersky et al. (2022). Pho-
tometric redshifts were derived using the SRGz system (Meshch-
eryakov et al. 2023).
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(1)srcid (2)NAME (3)category (4)Γphabs*po (5)Γ (6)𝑁H [×1022] (7)RA_X (8)DEC_X (9)RA_OPT (10)DEC_OPT (11)FLUX_X [×10−14] (12)redshift

1 297 SRGe J103841.5+604401 1 0.40+0.26
−0.25 0.40+0.25

−0.22 < 0.44 159.673 60.734 159.674 60.734 4.78 ± 0.43 0.52 (spec)

2 316 SRGe J104108.1+562000 1 0.62+0.19
−0.20 0.70+0.25

−0.24 < 0.08 160.284 56.333 160.284 56.333 4.58 ± 0.30 0.23 (spec)

3 324 SRGe J104051.4+573439 1 1.04+0.21
−0.21 1.10+0.22

−0.24 < 0.29 160.214 57.578 160.215 57.578 4.56 ± 0.29 0.73 (phot)

4 671 SRGe J103039.8+580610 1 0.43+0.27
−0.27 0.40+0.48

−0.22 < 0.11 157.666 58.103 157.665 58.103 2.87 ± 0.26 0.50 (spec)

5 711 SRGe J104711.3+582820 1 0.39+0.26
−0.25 0.50+0.53

−0.33 < 0.57 161.797 58.472 161.796 58.472 2.74 ± 0.24 0.75 (spec)

6 1246 SRGe J105553.9+592410 1 0.71+0.35
−0.34 1.50+1.58

−0.87 < 0.54 163.975 59.403 163.975 59.403 1.80 ± 0.19 0.68 (phot)

7 1267 SRGe J104213.2+584706 1 0.79+0.36
−0.36 0.80+0.68

−0.35 < 1.75 160.555 58.785 160.555 58.785 1.77 ± 0.19 0.74 (phot)

8 1430 SRGe J105348.6+573032 1 0.86+0.42
−0.42 0.90+0.83

−0.44 < 7.93 163.452 57.509 163.453 57.509 1.61 ± 0.19 0.78 (spec)

9 1660 SRGe J103620.2+555546 1 0.71+0.41
−0.39 1.50+1.64

−0.95 < 0.11 159.084 55.930 159.085 55.930 1.43 ± 0.19 1.79 (phot)

10 69 SRGe J104130.0+551414 2 1.12+0.09
−0.09 1.90+0.27

−0.15 0.43+0.13
−0.08 160.375 55.237 160.375 55.237 13.26 ± 0.41 0.75 (phot)

11 71 SRGe J104014.0+595732 2 1.10+0.11
−0.11 2.20+0.33

−0.26 0.30+0.10
−0.06 160.058 59.959 160.058 59.959 12.82 ± 0.49 0.24 (phot)

12 229 SRGe J105421.3+572543 2 0.92+0.18
−0.17 1.80+0.53

−0.44 0.24+0.14
−0.11 163.589 57.429 163.588 57.429 5.73 ± 0.33 0.21 (spec)

13 244 SRGe J105421.4+582345 2 0.52+0.17
−0.17 1.50+0.58

−0.42 0.43+0.26
−0.17 163.589 58.396 163.590 58.396 5.51 ± 0.32 0.20 (spec)

14 514 SRGe J104336.9+581439 2 0.20+0.22
−0.22 1.20+0.69

−0.50 1.45+1.14
−0.68 160.904 58.244 160.903 58.244 3.43 ± 0.26 0.82 (spec)

15 786 SRGe J104144.7+552957 2 0.94+0.28
−0.27 1.50+0.61

−0.60 0.28+0.31
−0.25 160.436 55.499 160.436 55.498 2.54 ± 0.22 0.73 (phot)

16 822 SRGe J105726.4+592844 2 0.24+0.27
−0.26 1.90+1.00

−0.75 1.09+0.66
−0.48 164.360 59.479 164.361 59.478 2.47 ± 0.23 0.21 (phot)

17 995 SRGe J104732.2+575148 2 0.79+0.29
−0.29 1.80+1.09

−0.72 2.24+2.81
−1.56 161.884 57.863 161.885 57.863 2.11 ± 0.21 1.53 (phot)

18 1010 SRGe J104800.7+551503 2 0.68+0.33
−0.33 2.00+1.52

−1.10 1.35+1.66
−1.11 162.003 55.251 162.004 55.251 2.08 ± 0.23 0.71 (spec)

19 1036 SRGe J104037.1+600006 2 0.77+0.33
−0.32 1.60+1.05

−0.78 0.28+0.33
−0.23 160.154 60.002 160.153 60.002 2.05 ± 0.21 0.25 (phot)

20 1413 SRGe J104809.6+565500 2 0.41+0.38
−0.37 4.60+3.67

−2.35 1.35+1.32
−0.76 162.040 56.917 162.040 56.917 1.63 ± 0.19 0.05 (spec)

21 1453 SRGe J104655.5+590301 2 0.67+0.40
−0.39 2.20+1.43

−1.13 1.17+1.12
−0.80 161.731 59.050 161.731 59.050 1.60 ± 0.18 0.83 (spec)

22 1466 SRGe J104511.3+574151 2 0.27+0.33
−0.32 1.70+1.16

−0.83 2.98+2.44
−1.70 161.297 57.698 161.298 57.697 1.58 ± 0.19 1.09 (phot)

23 3252 SRGe J104321.1+545629 2 0.68+0.34
−0.33 1.40+1.07

−0.69 1.56+2.28
−1.28 160.838 54.941 160.837 54.941 0.81 ± 0.10 1.74 (spec)

24 276 SRGe J102200.4+561225 3 0.95+0.15
−0.15 − − 155.502 56.207 155.502 56.207 4.99 ± 0.25 −
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25 601 SRGe J105818.3+580749 3 0.57+0.24
−0.23 − − 164.576 58.130 164.576 58.130 3.10 ± 0.26 −

26 808 SRGe J103143.5+573252 3 0.86+0.29
−0.29 − − 157.931 57.548 157.930 57.548 2.49 ± 0.23 −

27 830 SRGe J103120.5+554142 3 0.90+0.25
−0.24 − − 157.835 55.695 157.835 55.694 2.46 ± 0.21 −

28 942 SRGe J105101.6+564136 3 0.90+0.31
−0.30 − − 162.757 56.693 162.757 56.694 2.21 ± 0.21 −

29 1077 SRGe J104231.7+570006 3 0.59+0.31
−0.30 − − 160.632 57.002 160.634 57.002 1.99 ± 0.20 −

30 1155 SRGe J104222.7+602647 3 0.78+0.35
−0.34 − − 160.595 60.446 160.595 60.446 1.90 ± 0.20 −

31 1225 SRGe J104614.7+572426 3 0.34+0.30
−0.30 − − 161.561 57.407 161.561 57.407 1.82 ± 0.20 −

32 1319 SRGe J105200.5+585350 3 0.70+0.38
−0.36 − − 163.002 58.897 163.000 58.897 1.72 ± 0.19 −

33 1381 SRGe J103602.3+563541 3 0.91+0.37
−0.35 − − 159.010 56.595 159.011 56.595 1.65 ± 0.18 −

34 1454 SRGe J104110.7+571341 3 0.76+0.41
−0.41 − − 160.295 57.228 160.296 57.228 1.60 ± 0.19 −

35 1520 SRGe J102305.5+564109 3 0.76+0.36
−0.36 − − 155.773 56.686 155.773 56.686 1.53 ± 0.16 −

36 1662 SRGe J103755.0+554548 3 0.12+0.36
−0.35 − − 159.479 55.763 159.479 55.763 1.43 ± 0.17 −

37 1673 SRGe J104642.2+545425 3 0.82+0.34
−0.34 − − 161.676 54.907 161.675 54.908 1.42 ± 0.14 −

Table A1: SRG/eROSITA CT AGN candidates in Lockman Hole, bright sample. (1) – source ID from the eROSITA Lockman Hole catalogue, (2) – eROSITA source name, (3) – candidate’s
category, (4) – photon index derived from the phabs*powerlaw model, (5, 6) – photon index and absorbing column density (in cm−2) for phabs * zphabs * powerlw model, (7-10) –
X-ray and optical coordinates of the source in degrees, (11) – X-ray flux in erg s−1 cm−2 for 0.5-2.0 keV range, (12) – redshift (spec-z or photo-z). A full table with additional columns is
available in the supplementary materials.
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(1)srcid (2)NAME (3)category (4)Γphabs*po (5)Γ (6)𝑁H [×1022] (7)RA_X (8)DEC_X (9)RA_OPT (10)DEC_OPT (11)FLUX_X [×10−14] (12)redshift

1 519 SRGe J105626.8+563240 1 0.67+0.52
−0.51 1.00+1.29

−0.78 < 0.64 164.112 56.544 164.113 56.545 3.40 ± 0.53 0.47 (phot)

2 1420 SRGe J103741.3+595048 1 0.62+0.45
−0.45 0.70+0.36

−0.44 < 0.05 159.422 59.847 159.423 59.846 1.62 ± 0.21 0.09 (spec)

3 1587 SRGe J103506.8+562849 1 0.70+0.42
−0.40 0.90+0.91

−0.56 < 3.84 158.778 56.480 158.779 56.480 1.48 ± 0.18 0.46 (spec)

4 2224 SRGe J105528.6+573122 1 0.76+0.46
−0.45 1.50+3.02

−1.04 < 0.54 163.869 57.523 163.868 57.523 1.13 ± 0.16 0.50 (phot)

5 2512 SRGe J104213.6+575101 1 0.36+0.45
−0.44 0.90+1.27

−0.85 < 2.85 160.557 57.850 160.556 57.850 1.02 ± 0.16 1.13 (spec)
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

82 2365 SRGe J103544.9+571117 2 0.52+0.53
−0.51 1.50+1.71

−1.11 1.68+2.94
−1.61 158.937 57.188 158.937 57.188 1.08 ± 0.15 1.27 (spec)

83 2606 SRGe J103512.3+575548 2 0.12+0.44
−0.43 1.40+1.61

−1.11 2.08+2.83
−1.67 158.801 57.930 158.801 57.930 0.99 ± 0.15 0.72 (spec)

84 2633 SRGe J103728.8+581948 2 0.13+0.43
−0.41 2.10+2.35

−1.33 1.80+2.04
−1.13 159.370 58.330 159.370 58.330 0.98 ± 0.15 0.54 (phot)

85 2875 SRGe J104532.9+562403 2 0.60+0.61
−0.59 1.70+1.89

−1.27 1.09+2.83
−1.07 161.387 56.401 161.387 56.401 0.91 ± 0.15 0.83 (phot)

86 3150 SRGe J102210.6+564525 2 0.58+0.70
−0.67 < 5.30 8.80+15.33

−6.16 155.544 56.757 155.542 56.757 0.83 ± 0.16 1.13 (spec)
.
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286 529 SRGe J104648.6+541225 3 −0.08+1.21
−1.19 − − 161.702 54.207 161.701 54.208 3.37 ± 0.84 −

287 831 SRGe J103415.3+595245 3 0.45+0.56
−0.53 − − 158.564 59.879 158.563 59.880 2.46 ± 0.39 −

288 1547 SRGe J105141.8+584025 3 0.72+0.40
−0.38 − − 162.924 58.673 162.925 58.673 1.51 ± 0.19 −

289 1578 SRGe J105542.1+595218 3 0.30+0.56
−0.52 − − 163.925 59.872 163.925 59.871 1.49 ± 0.24 −

290 1600 SRGe J104633.4+573928 3 0.87+0.41
−0.40 − − 161.639 57.658 161.639 57.658 1.47 ± 0.19 −

291 1820 SRGe J104154.3+555258 3 0.73+0.44
−0.42 − − 160.476 55.883 160.477 55.883 1.33 ± 0.17 −

Table A2: SRG/eROSITA CT AGN candidates in Lockman Hole, faint source catalog. Columns are the same as in Table A1. The full table is available in supplementary materials.
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