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ABSTRACT

X-ray surveys have revealed a new class of active galactiten(AGN) with a very low
observed fraction of scattered soft X-rajisa:<0.5%. Based on X-ray modeling these “X-ray
new-type”, or low observed X-ray scattering (hereaftemscattering”) sources have been
interpreted as deeply-buried AGN with a high covering facfagas. In this paper we address
the questions whether the host galaxies of low-scatteridly #nay contribute to the observed
X-ray properties, and whether we can find any direct evidémckigh covering factors from
the infrared (IR) emission. We find that X-ray low-scattgriGN are preferentially hosted by
highly-inclined galaxies or merger systems as comparethier Geyfert galaxies, increasing
the likelihood that the line-of-sight toward the AGN intecss with high columns of host-
galactic gas and dust. Moreover, while a detailed analfsied R emission of low-scattering
AGN ESO 103-G35 remains inconclusive, we do not find any atéha of systematically
higher dust covering factors in a sample of low-scatteri@NAbased on their IR emission.
For ESO 103-G35, we constrained the temperature, masseatiblvof the IR emitting dust
which is consistent with expectations for the dusty toruswelver, a deep silicate absorption
feature probably from much cooler dust suggests an additsmmeen absorber on larger scales
within the host galaxy. Taking these findings together, vappse that the lovscq;0bserved
in low-scattering AGN is not necessarily the result of cimnwclear dust but could originate
from interference of host-galactic gas with a column dgnsitthe order of 182cm~2 with
the line-of-sight. We discuss implications of this hypdtisdor X-ray models, high-ionization
emission lines, and observed star-formation activity esthobjects.

Key words: galaxies: active — galaxies: nuclei — galaxies: individ&80103-G35 — galax-
ies: Seyfert — X-rays: galaxies — infrared: galaxies.

1 INTRODUCTION Ueda et al. (2007) repoBuzakuX-ray follow-up observations
Thei . itivity of X b " bemstud in the 2— 10 keV band of two highly obscured AGN identified in

€ increasing sensitivity of A-ray observations ena wtudy the SwiftBAT hard X-ray survey. Spectral modeling over 1-50 keV
growing samples of active galactic nuclei (AGN) and testdr o\ o5 that those two AGN (ESO 005-G4 and ESO 297-G018)
treme regions of the parameter space. l_Jsmg the Burst T have extremely low observed X-ray scattering fractionshef ar-
scope (BAT) onboard th8wiftX-ray satellite, we currently get ac- der of 0.2%. The authors interpret these objects as a classaf

EZiZtgfalnﬁ\fJ;Eg(/e a;&z%ifrlllgxt-ggq:?ri?ti)ar:arllggr?)fgéﬁ’::l(;rlm%-en “new-type” AGN where the nucleus is deeply embedded within a
sities toward\y ~ 1025 cm-2. dusty torus with very small opening angle.

Ichikawa et al. [(2012) use the more X-ray complete non-

blazar BAT sample by Winter etial. (2009) and find that 13 out

* Based in part on data obtain with the Herschel observatoeysthel is of the 128 AGN (=10%) in the sample fall into the X-ray new-

an ESA space observatory with science instruments proviglégliropean- type category, defined as objects With soft X-ray scattefriaction
led Principal Investigator consortia and with importanttiggpation from X .1< 0.5% based on spectral modeling. The authors also compare
NASA. the mid-IR fluxes obtained from th&/ISE AKARI, andIRASall-
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Table 1. Thirteen X-ray low-scattering AGNf{cat< 0.5%) included in the BAT 9-month catalog and four additionaé® identified in the XMM catalog.

object (alternative name) oy Tsiicate  aereddened ogl iy joskev  logvLi¥S(12um)  inclination comment
(cm=2) (ergls) (erg/s) (deg)
low-scattering AGN in the BAT catalog

NGC 235A 23.45-0.01 43.44 42.62 90 merger
MARK 348 (NGC 262) 23.280.02 0.20 -1.65 43.81 43.47 68 flat-spectrum radio source
NGC 454 23.26:0.01 0.22 —2.17 42.88 43.12 90 pair/merger
ESO 297-G18 23.620.04 0.08 —1.65 44.04 43.12 90 edge-on
NGC 1142 (NGC 1144) 23.960.03 44.30 <43.54 68 pair/merger
ESO 005-G4 22.750.02 42.64 <42.09 90 edge-on
MARK 417 23.92:0.05 0.05 —1.92 44.03 43.63 38
ARK 347 (NGC 4074) 23.480.13 -0.09 —152 43.72 43.42 64
ESO 506-G27 23.890.04 0.93 —1.78 44.37 43.77 84 edge-on
NGC 4992 23.84:0.03 0.94 -1.07 44.01 43.41 61
ESO 103-G35 23.380.05 0.73 —2.82 43.67 43.79 84
NGC 7172 22.930.19 2.59 -1.66 43.25 42.68 53 edge-on, dust lane
NGC 7319 23.940.14 43.65 53 interacting group

inclination for additional objects from Noguchi et al. (Z)ased on the XMM catalog
3C 33 point source
2MASX J02281350-0315023 40
MCG+8-21-65 87 edge-on
IC 2461 90 edge-on

Inclinations based on data from thiyperLedadatabase (Paturel et al. 2003) and estimated to be goodhimwaibout 5. They are calculated using
isophotal axis ratios and the morphological type of thexgalauminosity are based on the latest Planck restigs= 67.3 (km/s)/Mpc,
Qm =0.315,0, = 0.685.2 not extinction-corrected because of negatiyg.ate-

sky surveys of these objects to ordinary type 1 and type 2 AGN a
find a possible excess ofi@®n emission. This is tentatively inter-
preted as due to contaminating PAH emission from tifeimh and
8.6um features, possibly indicating strong starburst actiwitthe
hosts of these galaxies.

ESO005-G4 is the infrared and X-ray brightest object of
this class and may serve as a prototype. An optical spectnum i
the 4000-5504 range does not show any @] or HB emis-
sion lines or an AGN continuum and is reminiscent of a non-
AGN host galaxy with a spectral break at about 4B0wards
shorter wavelengths (Ueda et al. 2007). In fact, the classidin
of this galaxy as an AGN was only based on the X-ray detec-
tion in the Swift BAT catalog, though later confirmed by high-
ionization lines revealed in the mid-infrared (Weaver eR8l10).
A lower limit for the X-ray-to-[O1i1] luminosity ratio is given as
L(2—10keV)/L([O11](5007A)) > 2800. Such a ratio seems to be
common in the lowfscatobjects and is interpreted as evidence for
a small torus opening angle within which the narrow-lineioag
(NLR) can be hosted (Noguchi et al. 2010).

In this paper we aim at investigating the source of absamptio
and infrared emission of the dust that is responsible focatisg
the AGN in X-ray new-type objects. Since it is unclear if thebh-
jects really consistute a new class of AGN, we will refer terth
as “low-scattering” objects throughout the paper, whicbcagtely
relates to their observed characteristics. We particufadus on
the optical and infrared (IR) perspective. In SEtt. 2 wepititice the
X-ray complete sample drawn from the Swift/BAT 9-month eata
log and present data on the optical and infrared emissicBett[3
we analyse optical images of the host galaxies of low-scatte
AGN, discuss their infrared properties compared to the detap
BAT catalog, and determine physical parameters of the égpion-
sible for the IR emission of one of these objects (ESO 103}G35
We present an alternative explanation for the peculiargntogs of

low-scattering sources in Sect. 4 and discuss their plateibroad
context of AGN unification. Finally in Sedt] 5, we summariag o
findings.

2 SAMPLE OF X-RAY LOW-SCATTERING AGN
2.1 X-ray sample selection and data

Low-scattering AGN were identified and defined as objecth wait
soft X-ray scattering fraction dfsxcat< 0.5% (Ueda et al. 2007). No
other criteria have been used to associate objects withgthigp
initially. In order to obtain a meaningful sample and analyze
group statistically within the framework of AGN unificatipit is
necessary to select objects from an X-ray-complete cat&logh
a catalog is available from the Swift/BAT hard-X-ray missitnat
lists all objects detected in the 14-195 keV band over a gpen
riod of time. Therefore, we follow Ichikawa etlal. (2012) anse
the 128 detections over the first 9 months of the Swift/BATveyr
(Tueller et all 2008) that were associated with non-blazaNAy
Winter et al. (2009). Although there are deeper sampledadblai
by now (most notably 22, 54, and 70 month catalogs), the conve
nience of this well-defined sample originates from the weaft
complementary data that have been collected for all objects
Winter et all 2010; Ichikawa et al. 2012; Asmus €1 al. 2018a,b

13 objects have been identified as low-scattering AGN out
of the 128 non-blazar AGN in the Swift/BAT 9-month catalog
(Ichikawa et all. 2012). We list all these objects in Tdllenladidi-
tion we computed hard-X-ray luminosities, logy 195kev, USING
fluxes reported in the 22-month Swift/BAT catalog by Tueéeanl.
(2010), which have generally higher signal-to-noise (SHdn in
the 9-month catalog due to the longer integration times. drilg
exception is NGC 454 which was detected at S/N=4.54 in the 9-
month sample but does not show up above the 22-month sample

© 2013 RAS, MNRASD00,[IHI0



What obscures low X-ray-scattering AGN?3

—~ [ BAT 1 BAT ’ 1 BAT 1 BAT 1 BAT 1 BAT ®
o
n O L iy ]
: . = &*
O - ]
o a. ' \ : ‘«
O —40} ; : 1
o 3 1 G 1 =l o 4
< NGC235A «MARK348 NGC454 * 1 ES0297-G18 NGC1142 ESO05-G4
40t BAT 1 BAT 1 BAT . 1 BAT 1 BAT 1 BAT
o) 4
[0}
n 5 A
o
io e e w8 N 4D
O F. : . s
[FH)
3 —40] 1 1 1 1 1 »
< MARK417 ARK347 ESO0506-G27 +1 NGC4992 ESO0103-G35 NGC7172
Aeans dns ae e _‘: R RN P oot IR R

S 40t BAT & 1 XMM 1 XMM 1 XMM 1 XMM 40 0 —40
o T TR ; ARA (arcsec)
o . o
g, oF ’ . ] . - -
O F - ] L
[FE)
S -40] + 1 :
< NGE€7319 3C33 1C2461 L4 MCG+8-21-65 2MASXJ0228135Q

40 0 —40 40 0 —40 40 0 —40 40 0 —40 40 0 —-40 -30

ARA (arcsec) ARA (arcsec) ARA (arcsec)

ARA (arcsec) ARA (arcsec)

Figure 1. DSS red images from the second DSS survey of the thirteerstattering AGN from the 9-montBwift/BATcatalog and 4 objects from theMM

source catalog (DSS-1 survey image for 2MASX J022813505033).

limit of S/N=4.8. TabldL also includes X-ray column derestbb-
tained from spectral fitting by Winter etlal. (2009).

In Table[1 we also list four more low-scattering objects that
have been identified by Noguchi ef al. (2010) in KeIM AGN
source catalog (Watson et al. 2009). This catalog, howévemnt
complete since it was extracted from all pointingsXfiM with
different exposure times on selected areas of the sky. Tdrereve
do not include these objects in our analysis related to wtifin
issues/AGN statistics, but will use them when dealing witbcific
properties of low-scattering AGN as an object class. Inigaler,
we will use these objects in SeCi. 3.1 to increase numbeéstatat
when studying the host galaxies of low-scattering AGN.

2.2 Complementary optical and infrared data

In this paper we want to address the questions if we can find ev-
idence of a large dust covering factor of the low-scatte N
and/or if other factors may also play a role in the observeddoft-
X-ray scattering fractions. Here, we primarily focus on dpical

and infrared regimes to find clues on the nature of the obBoara
associated with these objects and for direct evidence gélaov-
ering factors by IR reemission that is significantly stranipan in
typical Seyfert galaxies compared to the AGN luminositg&ghby

the BAT 14— 195 keV emission (see Selct. B.3 for details).

The IR emission of the low-scattering objects has been pre-
viously discussed by Ichikawa et al. (2012). They analyzedd-
band 2MASSphotometry in thel, H, K bands as well as |#m,
18um, and 9Qum photometry obtained by teKARIsatellite mis-
sion and found possible evidence for enhanced star-foomats
compared to other type 1 and type 2 AGN. Given the low spatial
resolution and limited spectral coverage of these data, ihdw-
ever, difficult to disentangle galaxy-scale emission frare tir-
cumnuclear environment. Therefore we chose another gyrate
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searched th8pitzerarchive for IRS spectra and found suitable low-
resolution data for 12 of the 13 sources. Although at thigiaba
resolution host and AGN emission are still confused, thetsake
coverage allows us to use a decomposition technique taeésthia
nuclear IR emission. For that, we computed a star-formatom
plate by comparing objects that show star-formation sigmestin
IRS spectra but are devoid of any such features in our ground-
based VLT/VISIR spectra with-10 times better spatial resolu-
tion (Honig et all 2010). The template covers the 83um wave-
length region. We determined the 11u® PAH equivalent width
in all the IRS spectra and, accordingly, scaled and sulgiaitte
template. The resulting spectra resemble the ground-blaigkd
angular resolution spectra of AGN (i.e. they are free of aay-s
formation features; e.qg. Packham etlal. 2005; Mason| et &6,20
2009;/ Honig et al. 2010) and we consider them represeptébiv
the AGN IR emission.

From these spectra we computed three quantities that tee lis
in Table[1: (1) the nuclear 12m luminositiesvL}¥¢(12um) of the
AGN; (2) the optical depthgjjicate Of the silicate feature located at
about 1Qum; and (3) the spectral slomein the mid-IR. The latter
two quantities were obtained by applying the same method fase
ground-based spectralin Honig et al. (2010) with the sameewa
length coverage. Where the star-formation templates atedifor
all emission in the 8- 13um band, we provide upper limits to the
mid-IR luminosity.

Finally, in order to test the origin of the obscuration, we in
spect optical DSS images of the complete sample to look fgr an
host galaxy feature that may intersect with the nucleus.ifiages
of all thirteen BAT sources and four additiondMM sources are
shown in Fig[l. We selected images from the rather old DSS sur
vey since they contain the whole sample uniformly, while eew
surveys, such as SDSS, miss several ones.



4 S.F Honigetal.

3 DISCUSSION
3.1 Statistics of host galaxy inclination

One question that has not been addressed for low-scatt&@ihy
yet is whether their peculiar properties are related to ts galax-
ies. Indeed| Winter et all (2009) note that while AGN with low
X-ray column densities are preferentially found in hostagads
with low inclination, those at higher column densities ayerfd in
galaxies of any inclination. This suggests that the hosi>gatan
contribute at least in part to obscuration in AGN. A recenheo
parison of 1Qum silicate absorption features, X-ray column den-
sities, and host inclinations confirms this idea for highbscured
objects |(Goulding et al. 2012). The authors showed that dédep
icate absorption typically appears in AGN where the galaxy i
edge-on or engaged in a merger. In such galaxies, it is Veglyli
that dust lanes are projected onto the nuclear region. ligine-
ing an isotropically selected sample, Kinney etlal. (200@vsed
that type 2 AGN do not reside in galaxies with a preferrediincl
nation. In their sample, there seems to be a lack of type 1 AGN i
edge-on galaxies. However, this can be explained by obsoara
preferentially taking place on galactic scales that leadart “in-
trinsic type 1” being classified as a type 2. When taking tffisoce
into account, Kinney et al. conclude that the orientatiothefAGN
and the host galaxy are completely random and not correl@tesl

is consistent with_Keel (1930) who also noted a substangét d
ciency of Seyfert 1 galaxies with nearly edge-on host iratlons
(see also Lawrence & Elvis 1982; Kirhakos & Steiner 19909k r
these studies we conclude that while there is no correlagébneen
host and AGN orientation, an inclined host can influence ths-c
sification of an AGN, making it appear as a type 2 independént o
its actual intrinsic/torus orientation. We take this as aivadion to
guantitatively assess if host galaxy inclination mightypdarole in
the low-scattering phenomenon.

In Table[d we list the inclinations of the 13 low-scattering
AGN host galaxies in the BAT sample as well as for 3 out of the
4 XMM objects. These inclinations have been taken from the Hy
perLeda catalog and are calculated based on opticallyrdeased
galaxy morphologies, i.e. major- and minor axis as well abliel
type (see the catalog’s website for further details). Ndiration
was listed in the database for 3C 33, which only appears asa po
source in the DSS image. The inclinations from the databadetm
the overall impression of the DSS images in Eig. 1 well. Hasvev
in cases of merger systems, the host galaxy can be seveeely di
torted and, therefore, the Hubble type may not be uniquelgrde
mined.
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Figure 2. KS test for the host-galaxy inclination distribution of lew
scattering AGN. The dark-red line shows the observed cuigeldncli-
nation distribution of the BAT 9-month AGN without low-stating AGN
while the dark-blue line is the cumulative inclination distition for the
low-scattering sources. The green line represents all BAioaith AGN

in the same column density range as the low-scattering AGN; &
logN1 (cm~2 < 24.0. For all three sub-samples we simulated 100 000 ran-
dom realizations assuming an inclination error 6f(50). These realiza-
tions are shown as light-red, light-blue, and light-greenthe three sub-
samples, respectively.

cal images only. More quantitatively, in a random inclipatdis-
tribution g(@ > 80°) = 17% of objects are expected to be seen at
inclinationsi > 80°. Table[d shows that the host galaxies of the
low-scattering sample display such high inclinations aa of
50% (8/16). Conversely, it suggests a deficiency of lowkration
objects among the low-scattering class.

In order to be more quantitative, we want to test if the low-
scattering AGN prefer any host inclinations. In principlest
galaxy inclinations should follow a random distribution vl the
fraction of objectsg(¢ > i) seen at an inclination or greater is
given by the solid angle covered by these angleg @s> i) = cosi.

The question we want to answer is whether the host galaxies However, since we do not know how well this distribution ipne

of low-scattering objects show any preferred orientatitime low-
scattering sample for this type of investigation does nquire to

duced by the method used to determine inclinations in theekHyp
Leda database, we took a different approach. We extractéidan

be selected from a complete AGN parent sample, as long as thetions of the whole BAT 9-month catalog from the HyperLeda cat

parent sample does not favor any host inclination. NeitteBAT
nor the XMM catalog bias towards any host galaxy orientation
the first place. Hence, we combine the BAT and XMM objects in
this study to increase sample statistics to a total of 16otbjeith
known inclinations. When considering the results of Kineégal.
(2000), Winter et al.. (2009), and Goulding et al. (2012), boer,

alog and divided the objects into two sub-samples: (1) thieetin
low-scattering AGN; (2) all other 115 AGN. Then we can com-
pare the inclination distributions of both samples by a sided
KS test. If the low-scattering AGN do not favor any specifistho
inclination, we expect that both samples follow the saméridis
bution. Although no errors are provided by HyperLeda, we als

it may be possible that some AGN in edge-on galaxies are miss- consider a 5 uncertainty (1g error; Gaussian error distribution)

ing from the samples because of higher obscuration and:ftiret
lower X-ray fluxes. In this respect, our sample might be sligh
biased towards lower host inclination, which we will dissUgster.
Looking at the DSS images in Figl 1, we find it remarkable
that at least 12/16 low-scattering AGN may be clearly cfaessias
edge-on, merging, or interacting by visual inspection @f tipti-

on each inclination value and simulate 100 000 realizationthe

two sub-samples. The results are shown in[Hig. 2. Based dfShe
test, we find a median probability that two random draws from a
single parent distribution would produce the observedibigions

of low-scattering AGN and all BAT sources without low-seaihg
AGN of only p= 9.7 x 103 (significance 2.6). Therefore, we

© 2013 RAS, MNRASD00,[IHI0
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conclude that the low-scattering AGN favor certain indioas. In- Table 2. Broadband IR photometry of ESO 103-G35.

deed, Figl P clearly shows that the low-scattering AGN chagsu-

lates the high-inclinations that are missing in the subgarwhere band obs. wavelength flux Ref.
the low-scattering objects have been excluded. (um) (mJy)

One selection effect not considered in this comparisonés th

fact that low-scattering AGN can only be identified by spalctr 2MASS'Jbb 1.24+0.16 3.20.7 )
modeling if absorption is detected. This favors “intririsigpe 2 %222%’ ;?:8';2 g'ié'g 8;
AGN against type 1 AGN. We address this bias by also comparing WISE-W1 '3.4&0:3 41'&6'9 @
the low-scattering AGN to all BAT AGN in the same column den- v ise-w2 4.6:05 96.4-1.9 )
sity range as the low-scattering AGN,.8 logNy (cm~2) < 24.0, VISIR PAH1 8.59:0.42 25824 3)
but excluding the low-scattering objects from the samplee Tu- AKARI-S09 0.4:2.1 30025 4
mulative distribution of this obscured AGN comparison shnip VISIR SIV 10.49+0.16 24315 (5)
also shown in Fig.J2. We find a slightly increased null hypstke VISIR PAH2 11.25-0.59 40519 ©)
probability of p= 2.2 x 10~2 when comparing this sample to the IRAS 12pum 11.75:3.3 61243 (6)
low-scattering AGN. However, this lower significance isyoalre- WISE-W3 11.6:2.7 522£7 @)
sult of the decreased sample statistics with respect touthBAT VISIR Ne2ref2 13.040.22 622:49 ®)
9-month catalog. Indeed, the KS statistics remains essgigntin- AKARI-S18 19.65.6 1446t12 )
WISE-W4 22.12.0 2069:6 %)

changedd = 0.42 for the full sample vad = 0.44 for the column- IRAS 25um 2516 2360120 ©)
restricted sample). Therefore we conclude that the pneferef MIPS 24um 2745 1693181 @)
high host inclination of low-scattering AGN is present ewemen IRAS 60pum 60420 2316120 (6)
comparing them with objects in the same column density range AKARI-N60 6649 1833:51 4
In summary, we find evidence that the low-scattering AGN  MIPS 70um 70+10 1774112 )

are preferentially hosted in edge-on galaxies. This insplat ab- PACS 70um 70+12 1732:88 (8)
sorption within the host galaxy, not intrinsic to the immeeei AGN PACS Spectrum 73:50.5 1433:176 9)
environment, might play an important role in the observezppr- PACS Spectrum 85:60.5 1294£100 9)
ties of this class of objects. As mentioned before, it is ywelsi- PACS Spectrum 91:20.25 988-176 ©)
ble that the X-ray samples slightly bias against AGN in giax éﬁéglési?:trum 333325 égzggz ((;g
at high inclination and, thus, potentially against lowit&dng ob- IRAS lo%um 10&1'9 1050260 ©)
jects. Therefore, the evidence for high-inclination prefiee may PACS Spectrum 115405 83298 ©)
become stronger as more such objects are identified with BAT. AKARI-L140 145430 1828-906 (4)
PACS Spectrum 146:80.5 612+97 9)

L . . PACS 16Qum 160+40 55134 (8)

3.2 Determining the IR covering factor in ESO 103-G35 PACS Spectrum 171210.5 47063 ©)
One way to directly test the hypothesis of a deeply-buriedNAG PACS Spectrum 17880.5 533:120 ©)
low-scattering objects is determining the dust coverirgdes. For g’gICRSESZPSeS;Jm ;géi‘l%S 41%67121305 ((1%))
that we need an IR SED over a wide wavelength range that is dom- SPIRE 35Qum 350450 6618 (10)
inated by dust reemission of the big-blue bump of the hidd&iNA SPIRE 50Qum 500100 <88 (10)

In practice, high-angular resolution data are required ituimize
host-galactic contamination. References— (1) Skrutskie et al. (2006), (2) WISE catalog,

out of our low-scattering sample, we have the best collec-  (3) Asmus etal. (2013a); (4) AKARI catalog, (5) Gandhi et(@D09),

tion of these kind of data available for ESO 103-G35. Indeed, ~(6) IRAS point source catalog, (7) Temi et al. (2009), (8) helez
. . " etal., in prep., (9) this work; (10) Shimizu et al., in prep.;

we acquired new Herschel photometry of this source thatelaelp A . o

anif Vi h | h f the IRDSE Notes— 2 central wavelength and band width of the filter;
to signi icantly improve the wavelengt coverage o the . b galaxy-subtracted nuclear flux
In Fig.[3 we present the nuclear IR SED of this source in the
range of lum to 500um. The far-IR part of the data were ob-
served with the ESA Herschel Space Observatory (Pilbrati et  an external cold absorber. Given the relatively deep feaind the
2010), in particular the PACS _(Poglitsch etlal. 2010) andR&PI high galaxy inclination, we suspect that most of the absomprte-

(Griffin et all| 2010) instruments. Aside from the photomdisyed sponsible for the strength of the feature is not relatedeanid-IR
in Table[2, we also overplot &pitzerIRS spectrum. The SED  emitting dust. Moreover the near-IR photometry indicatesup-
shows a strong rise from the near-IR to mid-IR, which is tapfor turn toward shorter wavelengths. We are, however, not $uhési
type 2 AGN. Longward of about 20m, the SED turns over and s related to nuclear emission (e.g. the big-blue bump magea
decreases toward the far-IR/sub-mm regime. This turn-iovére such a feature; e.g. Kishimoto etlal. 2008, 2009) or if it theare-
mid-IR without and secondary bump in the far-IR is very irdic lated to stellar emission that remains after host galaxyraation.
tive that most or all of the IR emission is, indeed, origingtfrom In either case, since the near-IR emission flux is lower byt
the AGN; star formation would peak at far-IR wavelengthgtker orders of magnitude compared to the peak of the IR emissithein
evidence for the AGN domination comes from the fact that both mid-IR, it will not significantly affect the bolometric IR hainosity
high-angular and low-angular resolution photometey0('4 — 40”) we will extract from this SED.
connect smoothly to a consistent and continuous SED. Irtiadgi In order to constrain the covering factor, we have to integra
a fit of our star-formation template used in SEct] 2.2 revadiimit the whole IR emission. For that we model the IR emission with
on star-formation 0f6%. a simple temperature gradient model that captures the @ssdén
A silicate absorption feature is seen~atLlOum that could be more complex clumpy torus models (see Honig & Kishimoto®01
either coming from self-absorption within the IR emittingsd or for a discussion). For our purpose, the details of the modeiat

© 2013 RAS, MNRAS000,[1HI0



6 S.F Hbnigetal.

1044

1043

1042

vL, (erg/s/str)

1041

1040

100

1 10
wavelength (um)

Figure 3. 1R SED of ESO 103—-G35 fromdm to 500um. Aside from pho-
tometry from different telescopes and instruments (blagkes with error
bars; see Tabld 2 for details)SpitzerlRS spectrum is shown as a red-solid
line. The green-dotted line represents the model SED thaged for inte-
gration of the total IR emission. The blue-dashed line isaydpody fit to
the peak and Rayleigh-Jeans tail of the SED. We also showxjected
emission spectrum from a cool host-galactic dust cloudegtefl onto the
nucleus (violet-dotted line; see text for details).

matter since the only purpose is to reproduce the IR SED rconti
uously without any intention to interpret the parameters. Wite,
however, that we have to add an extinction source to repmthe
silicate feature. The fit to the SED is shown in Hi$j. 3 as a green
dotted line. Integration of the continuous model SED resuita
bolometric IR luminosity oL g = (2.04-+0.15) x 10*erg/s.

We also need a way to determine the luminosity of the big-
blue bump Lggg, to constrain the covering factor. Since the AGN
is heavily obscured, it is not possible to get this informatdi-
rectly from the optical/UV SED, which is dominated by stghi.
However, the nucleus is obscured by a Compton-thin gas ¢glum
meaning that we can use the X-ray luminosity as a proxy to es-
timate Lggg. In |Gandhi et al.[(2009), we refer to an absorption-
corrected X-ray luminosity lobg,_1okev(erg/s) = 434+ 0.2 (cor-
rected for the different cosmological parameters). Ushegrela-
tion betweenlL,_jgkev and Lggg by IMarchese et al! (2012), we
obtain log-ggg(erg/s) = 44.6+0.3.

Based on our values faiggg andL g, we calculate the (bolo-
metric) covering factoCyo = Lir/Less = 0.5703. While this is
the most direct way of testing the buried AGN scenario, the co
straint we get is rather weak given the large uncertainty. .

anisotropic radiation from the AGN. In non-spherically obed
AGN, i.e. as in a toroidal geometry, some degree of anisgtofp
the emerging IR can be expected depending on the line-bf-sig
toward the obscurer, e.g. as seen in radiative transfer Is¢elg.
Schartmann et &l. 2005; Honig etlal. 2006; Schartmann [208B;
Honig & Kishimoto|2010) and observations (e.g. Buchanaallet
2006; Gandhi et al. 2009; Honig et al. 2011; Asmus et al. 2011
Therefore, the observationally-determined coveringdiadepends
on viewing angle and potentially details of the dust disttiitn (see
alsa Elitzur 2012). Additionally, the actual distributiofoptically
thick and thin dust may be more complex, making the definition
of a covering factor even more ambiguous (see Honiglet 41220
2013;| Burtscher et al. 2013; Kishimoto etlal. 2013; Tristetral.
2013).

Having a well-covered IR SED also allows us to constrain
the dust mass that participates in IR emission. We fitted & gra
body spectrum to the peak region and Rayleigh-Jeans taleof t
IR SED of ESO 103-G35 by fixing the dust opacity at 100 to
K100= 0.4n7/kg and leaving the spectral index of the wavelength-
dependence of, 0 A% and the peak emission temperatifgak
as free parameters. As a result, we obtained a peak temperatu
Tpeak= 169+ 2K anda = 0.0£0.1, and accordingly a dust mass
of Mgust= (1.4+0.4) x 10* M. We can estimate the scale at which
the bulk of this mass is located, under the assumption tlealRh
emitting dusty gas is identical to the X-ray obscuring mateas

r ~17pc: (Ma/(Nn 23&0.01)) Y2 1)

for a dust mas#ls = Mqusy/10* Mg, a hydrogen column density
Np 23 = Niy /10?3 cm 2, and a dust-to-gas rat#p o1 = & /0.01. For
ESO 103-G35 we obtain~ 13 pc, meaning that the bulk of the IR-
emitting dust mass is located on scales commonly associated
the torus.

We want to emphasize, however, that this does not rule out a
cool host-galactic screen absorber that is responsibliéostrong
silicate absorption feature, optical extinction, and pttdly af-
fecting the soft X-ray spectrum, since a column density efdfder
10?2cm~2 in a galactic dust cloud is sufficient to explain these. In
Fig.[3 we also show the emission from a host-galactic dustcclo
with a temperature of 50K, the same size as the nuclear dust (t
allow complete covering) and a tenth of the column densitye
ident, the contribution to the emission<s1% at any wavelength
in the range we show. This illustrates that a significant amof
host-galactic cool dust can still be projected on the nigcleithout
showing up as emission in the-500um SED

To summarize, we conclude that the IR emission in ESO 103—
G35 does not allow for a strong constraint on the coveringpfac
of dust. We conclude, however, that theéRiittingdust is located
within scales 0f<10 pc, consistent with the classical torus and IR
interferometry observations that resolve these spatiksde.g.
Kishimoto et all 2011; Burtscher et al. 2013). The obseovatido
not rule out a cold screen absorber that could be resporfible
the lack of soft X-rays and strong optical extinction. Intfacdeep
silicate absorption feature in the IR SED lends support iittea
since dust on sub-parsec scales would probably be warm bBnoug

Therefore we cannot use this method in the case of ESO 103-G35(>100K) to contribute to silicate emission and fill up (part thf§

as an individual source. However, it may become more retdénan
the future when good IR SEDs of the other low-scattering AGN

become available and a sample average can be determined wit

smaller errors.

Given this prospective, we want to remind the reader of a fun-
damental issue of covering factors. The reason why we catiokr-
ering factor determined this way as “bolometric” is relatedhe

absorption feature (see also Goulding et al. 2012).

%.3 Low-scattering AGN an the mid-IR/X-ray correlation

Since we do not have the same quality IR SED for the other ob-
jects as we have for ESO 103—-G35, we are not able to directly
determine the dust covering factors of the whole sample.dvevw
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Figure 4. KS test for the distribution of mid-IR/hard X-ray ratRfjid—'R

of BAT AGN. The black, solid line shows the cumulative distriion

of all AGN in the BAT 9-month catalog with X-ray column densi-
ties logNy (cm~2) < 22.5. The blue, dash-dotted line represents all low-
scattering AGN identified in the BAT catalog, while the re@dsted line
shows all BAT AGN with 225 < logNy (cm~2) < 24.0 excluding the low-
scattering sources. In the small inset we plot the actuaiceawumber dis-
tributions of all three samples.

if the covering factors in these objects are really high, veeild
expect that the ratio of a dust reemission tracer to an AGN-lum
nosity tracer is particularly high compared to a more gdrs@GN
sample. The ratio of high-angular resolution mid-IR enuesio
(absorption-corrected) X-ray emission may serve as suadver<
ing factor tracer ratio. Over the last years a baseline fisr itio
has been established in the form of a tight correlation betvibe
mid-IR and X-ray emission from scalesl00 pc around the AGN
(Horst et all 2006, 2008; Gandhi etlal. 2009; Asmus gt al.[p0f1
Asmus et al.[(2013b), this ratio is investigated for the vetRAT 9-
month sample and, unlike previous publications, considetis the
2—10keV as well as the 14 195 keV energy regions. Moreover,
the ratio is also studied as a function of Hydrogen columrsitign
Ny.

For the present analysis we are mostly interested in a cempar
ison of the mid-IR/hard X-ray rati®d—'R of the complete BAT
catalog — mainly consisting of local Seyfert galaxies — vtk
low-scattering AGN. If these were indeed deeply buried, voele/
expect that their mid-IR/X-ray ratio is larger than for theeeage
Seyferts, since the reprocessing surface (mid-IR) is tacgen-
pared to other AGN with the same intrinsic luminosity (X-yay/e
produce three different subsamples from the full BAT cajalata
inlAsmus et &l.[(2013b): (a) all BAT sources with lg(cm2) <
225 (mean luminosity logL14 195ke\(€rg/s)) = 43.8+0.7); (b)
all BAT sources with 2% < logNy(cm~2) < 24.0 that are not
low-scattering AGN (lodL14_195kev(€rg/s)) =435+ 1.0); (c) all
low-scattering AGN in the BAT sample (Idg14_195keV(€rg/S)) =
4374+0.5). As shown in Tablgl1, the low-scattering objects have
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Hydrogen column densities in the range of approximately 22
logNK (cm—2) < 24.0.

To answer the question if the low-scattering AGN show any
difference with respect to other Seyfert galaxies, we compa
RMA-IR of the low-scattering sample to all other BAT AGN within
the same column density range. For that we perform a twats{@&
test on the distribution dR1:4~'R. The cumulative distributions of
the low-scattering sample (blue, dash-dotted) and the B&NAn
the saméNy range (red, dotted) are shown in Hiyy. 4. The KS test re-
veals a probabilityp = 0.95 that random draws from a single parent
distribution would be as strongly correlated wiii9~'R as both
observed samples at hand. The significance may be improwed on
a larger sample is available (see inset for the number bligion).

We use the BAT objects at loweMy as a control sample
(black, solid line in Figl#). These objects are dominatecdhBN
classified optically and in the X-rays as type 1 AGN. Both sam-
ples with log\H (cm™2) > 225 show a tendency for lower aver-
ageRM9-R values (see also Asmus et al. 2013b) which is con-
sistent with the idea of anisotropic absorption and/or IRisem
sion, e.g. as caused by the AGN torus or by host-galactic dust
laneB. The actual degree of anisotropy, its consequences on cov-
ering factors, and its relation to the nature of the dustysare
long-debated issues and we refer the reader to other wagk (e.
see| Horst et al. 2008; Gandhi et al. 2009; Levenson et al.|;2009
Honig et al. 2011; Alonso Herrero etlal. 2011; Asmus et all120
Elitzuri2012; Asmus et al. 2013b). The main point here is that
ratio of both the low-scattering and “normal” AGN at the sazné
umn density show about the same distribution.

Having in mind thaiR{j‘;?*'R is a tracer ratio for the covering
factor, we conclude that we do not find any indication that-low
scattering objects show any different covering factors thther
objects with the same X-ray obscuration. Therefore we catecl
that there is most likely no difference in mid-IR/X-ray Kagibe-
tween low-scattering and non-low-scattering AGN.

3.4 Absorption and the mid-IR spectral slope

One of the signs that might have been taken as evidence fer low
scattering AGN being deeply buried is the deepufOsilicate ab-
sorption feature seen in Spitzer spectra of some sourcesmplc
cation when determining the strength of these features &osn
PAH emission that is frequently present in spectral dataowkl
angular distribution. Not taking this into account woulddeto an
overestimation of the silicate absorption arising fromahgve nu-
cleus. As described in Seff. 2.2, we determined the optigathd
in the silicate featur@s;jicate Without PAH contamination for the 13
low-scattering AGN in the BAT 9-month catalog. The valuesdd

in Table[d cover a range 6£0.09 < Tgjjicate < 2.59, with most of
the objects showinggjjicate < 1. These values are actually not par-
ticular high. Hao et al! (2007) and Honig et al. (2010) shdwreat
most Seyfert 2 AGN cover a range from about @gjjicaie < 1. The
Seyfert 2 mean (median) Tsjicate = 0.6 (0.2) (Hao et &l. 2007,
note their reverse definition of emission and absorptionclvis
exactly the same as for the low-scattering sources in thiempa
Deeper silicate absorption features are generally agsdciaith
cold dust in the host galaxy (elg. Goulding et al. 2012) oleast,

1 We want point out that our interpretation of the differendmsR,T;?*'R
between low- and higiNy objects depends on the assumption that the
14-195keV radiation is emitted more isotropically than theut? radi-
ation.
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at large distances from the AGN as in ULIRGs (Hao et al. 2007);
see also the discussion in Séct]3.2.

Possible evidence for a deeply buried AGN could come from
the mid-IR spectral index. If the AGN is deeply buried in epti
cally very thick dust, the emerging IR emission should bedezd
than for normal Seyferts, since the effective temperattixehéch
the radiation escapes is cooler. Hao et al. (2007) usedeBsitec-
tra and determined ratios between the % and 14.5um fluxes
for Seyfert 2 nuclei that correspond to a spectral index pfax-
mately—2.5< a < —0.9, very similar to the range covered by their
Seyfert 1s. Based on ground-based high angular resolutid+#Rn
spectra of a sample of nearby Seyfert galaxies, we found geran
for mid-IR spectral indices of-3.0 < amir < —1.4 with none of
the objects being classified as a low-scattering sourceiHgt al.
2010). As shown in Tablegl 1, the (dereddened) mid-IR speictral
dex of the decomposed AGN emission of the low-scatteringaibj
covers about-2.8 < gfgreddened: 1 0, which is consistent with
the range of normal Seyferts.

We conclude that the observedifd silicate absorption fea-
tures of low-scattering AGN cover about the same values @seth
of normal Seyfert 2 galaxies. The larg@sticate iS consistent with
objects where significant part of the absorption occurs énhbst
galaxy. Moreover we do not find any evidence for a low effextiv
temperature of the mid-IR emission of low-scattering otsieSuch
a low temperature with the associated red mid-IR spectdgdxn
could be expected if an object is deeply buried within a gedme
cally and optically very thick shell. However, it is not fadihere.

4 THE LOW-SCATTERING PHENOMENON IN THE
CONTEXT OF HOST-GALAXY ABSORPTION

Our analysis strongly implies that low-scattering AGN hakie
same IR properties as other Seyfert 2 galaxies and that th@on
table difference is the preferred high inclination of thesthgalax-
ies. This suggests that absorption in the host galaxy playisma

portant role in shaping the appearance of an obscured AGN as atrinsically This lead

low-scattering object in the present sample. Based on tHafirin
Sect[B, we want to put forward the idea to the current disonss
that cold, neutral dust and gas in the host galaxy of lowtsdag
AGN absorbs and/or scatters the soft part of the AGN X-raysemi
sion that arises from scattering, photoionization andierrnal ra-
diation.

Based on the physical parameters determined for ESO 103—
G35, we estimate that the host absorption component couklda
Hydrogen column density of the order Nf; ~ 10?2cm~2. With-
out the intention to do detailed modeling of specific objeuts
simulated an XSPEC spectrﬁmf a host-obscured type 2 AGN
(logLo_10kev = 434 at redshiftz = 0.02) that mimics the per-
ceived low soft X-ray scattering fraction. This spectrunst®wn
in Fig[B. As in normal type 2 AGN, the intrinsic AGN X-ray
power-law emission (photon inddx= 1.9; high-energy cutoff at
300 keV) is absorbed by the torus (PHABS) with a column den-
sity Ny = 5 x 1023cm 2 (as typically seen in low-scattering ob-
jects). In addition, the AGN environment produces a refctam-
ponent (PEXRAV; 2rreflection) and an intrinsic scattered compo-
nent (fscar*POW) with a scattering fractiorfscar = 3%, simi-
lar to what has been found in many Seyfert 1 and 2 galaxies (e.g

2 The capital variables in brackets in the following deséoipprovide the
parameters set in XSPEC we used to obtain the model specTigg.can
be used to reproduce our result and start parameter studies.

PHABS, ., * (fscar®POW + PHABS, *POW + PEXRAV )
= ABS, . PHABS ;i POW. . ..
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Figure 5. XSPEC model of a host-obscured AGN that mimics the perceived
low soft X-ray scattering fraction. As in normal type 2 AGMetintrinsic
AGN emission X-ray power-law emission (POW; photon index 1.9;
high-energy cutoff at 300keV) is absorbed by the torus (PB#B);

Nu = 5x 10%3cm2). In addition, the AGN environment produces a re-
flected component (PEXRAV;72reflection) and an intrinsic scattered com-
ponent scar*POW) with a scattering fractioriscar = 3%. Then, this to-

tal AGN spectrum {scar*POW + PHABSors’POW + PEXRAV) passes
through host-galactic gas and dust (PHARS with Ny = 2 x 10?2cm2.

Turner et al. 1997; Guainazzi et al. 2005; Cappi €t al. 2006¢n,
this total AGN spectrum fgca*POW + PHABSousPOW +
PEXRAV) passes through host-galactic gas and dust (PHARS
with Ny = 2 x 10?2cm=2. The resulting observed soft X-ray
flux would be Fypg(0.5 — 2keV) = 6.0 x 10~ *erg/s/cm? while
the source emitsin(0.5 — 2keV) = 2.2 x 10 erg/s/cm? in-

s to an effective/observed scattgriraction
fscafObs) = 0.27%, which is consistent with classification as a low-
scattering AGN.

The flux levels in the & — 2keV region may be further re-
duced by a factor of~10 when increasing the host absorption by
a factor of 3. In that case any additional, much weaker swadgte
component from the very largest scales, or any AGN phota&ni
tion component or thermal emission from the host, will beeabl
stand out below 3 keV and mimic the spectra shown in EgucHi et a
(2009). We note again that this particular model is for tlason
purposes only. Actual tests will require modeling of theailet X-
ray emission from a whole sample of low-scattering AGN (oaan
erage spectrum) and thorough exploration of the parampéares
In addition, better spectral constraints below 1 keV areladdor
the low-scattering objects.

Host galaxy interference with the line-of-sight to the raud
could also explain the results by Ichikawa et al. (2012). Asnm
tioned before, these authors found that low-scattering AgaN
tentially show increased star-formation in their (nucjeaid-IR
emission in WISE as compared to other type 2 AGN. As previ-
ously mentioned, the host galaxies of type 2 AGN do not show
any preferred inclination of their host galaxies (Kinnewe2000;
Winter et al! 2009). With or without circumnuclear starff@tion
actually present, a small subset of these type 2 hosts wiklea
edge-on so that host star-formation may be projected ortaith
cleus. This will show up as a weak feature of star-formation i
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composite spectra (elg. Hao el al. 2007). Low-scatterinij A€ a
subset of type 2 AGN being preferentially hosted in edge-aexg
ies (or mergers). In these systems the probability of haviost
star-formation projected onto the nucleus is much highen tior
the total type 2 class that includes all inclinations (ileoanclud-
ing low inclinations where the host is not projected ontortbelear
region). Therefore, the potentially increased star-fdiomain low-
scattering objects may just be a selection effect. We natthie re-
verse argument may be true for the perceived lower stargtom
rate in type 1s as compared to type 2 AGN: According to |Keel
(1980),| Kinney et &l.| (2000) and Winter et al. (2009), AGNsela
sified as type 1 have a deficiency of highly-inclined host gaek
which would reduce the likelihood of projecting host starrfiation
onto the nucleus. Both examples illustrate the importarideost
galaxy absorption/projection and related selection &sfec AGN
classification.

An open issue is the presumed low ([0 equivalent
width in low-scattering AGN. Based on our host-absorptioa-s
nario, we would expect significant extinction toward the NLR
(e.g. as reported by Kirhakos & Steiner 1990; Haas let al. 2005
Tovmassian & Yam 2011; Kraemer el al. 2011). We encourage
follow-up studies along this line. Of particular interesta com-
parison of optical emission lines to high-ionization mRI-AGN
tracer lines, which could reveal potential host absorptmmard
the NLR. It is worth noting that for ESO 005-G4 Weaver et al.
(2010) found [Nev](14.32um) and [OIv](25.89um) luminosities
that are typical for other Seyfert galaxies. They conclud the
missing optical high-ionization lines are probably caubgdost-
galactic dust since this pattern is also sometimes foundhero
AGN hosted by highly-inclined galaxies that are not clasdifas
low-scattering. If this holds true for the other low-scetig ob-
jects, it would be a strong indication that dust and gas inhibet
galaxy is indeed responsible for the appearance of an AGN as
a low-scattering object. The host Hydrogen column derssitie
the order ofNy ~ 1072cm2 required to produce the soft X-ray-
deficient spectra would provide ample obscuration in thécapt
For typical ISM gas and dust composition, a conversion dfcol
density to dust optical depth is found ag ~ 2 x Ny /10?1 cm2
(e.g. Fitzpatrick 1985), meaning we could expagtof the order
of several 10s. If the emission from the NLR is predominantly
originating from its innermost regions (few parsec; Peterst al.
2013), these values are probably sufficient to extinct mbshe
high-ionization lines. In fact, the expected corresponds to a sili-
cate optical depthgjjicate Of Order unity and, therefore, being in line
with the observed absorption features that are interpestedising
from cool dust (see also discussion in Goulding €t al. 2012).

5 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Our goal was to study AGN that have been identified in X-ray
surveys for their very low observed soft-X-ray scatterimacfion
fscat< 0.5%. Based on X-ray modeling, these “X-ray new-type”,
or “low-scattering” objects are supposedly buried in a dusty torus
that has a very small opening angle. This would result in allsma
solid angle available for X-rays escaping from the AGN eowir
ment. In particular, we addressed if the galaxies that Hos$e
sources show any preferred characteristics, and if we cdrafig
evidence for this scenario in the IR radiation of these sesirc
The main conclusions from our study are:

e We find evidence that low-scattering AGN are preferentially
hosted in edge-on galaxies or mergers. Most strikinglylevar a
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random host orientation we would expect 17% of galaxiesrtavi
inclinationi > 80°, the low-scattering sample show these high in-
clinations at a frequency of 50%. In such systems, it is vikely
that dust and gas in the host galaxy intersects with ourdirgight

to the nucleus.

e By comparing the X-ray and IR emission, we did not find any
evidence that the dust covering factors in the low-scaiteAiGN
in our sample are any different than in Seyfert nuclei thaehtae
same X-ray column density.

e We also found that the observed,if silicate absorption fea-
tures and mid-IR spectral indices of low-scattering olgjexiver
about the same range as other type 2 AGN.

e For one low-scattering object, ESO 103-G35, we were able
to determine several physical properties of the dust. Wadaa
(bolometric) covering facto€yo = 0.5703. While this direct de-
termination of a covering factor based on incident and réechi
radiation could be a useful test for the low-scatteringpiet the
errors do not allow to put tight constraints on the coveriagtdr
in this case. We conclude, however, that the IR emissionnatigs
from warm dust with a mass d¥lq,s;= (1.4+0.4) x 10*M, at
a distance of about 13 pc from the AGN, consistent with a dusty
torus or other circumnuclear dust distributions discusediera-
ture. The observed silicate absorption feature suggeslitiathl
absorption by cold dust (temperatufe50 K) in the host galaxy,
constrained to havBly of the order of 182cm~2 and being con-
sistent with the high inclination of the host galaxy.

In summary, our results imply that in the present sample the
high inclinations of the host galaxies is the major differerbe-
tween low-scattering AGN and other Seyfert galaxies thaero
the same parameter space of AGN luminosity, line-of-sigitt c
umn densities, or IR reemission. This suggests that abeorist
the host galaxy plays an important role in shaping the appear
of an obscured AGN as a low-scattering object. We present-an X
ray model that qualitatively reproduces the low perceiveda)X
scatteringfscat < 0.5%, invoking standard X-ray emission prop-
erties of a type 2 AGN plus host galaxy absorption. We stipngl
encourage to test this scenario in future modeling of lasgen-
ples of low-scattering objects, e.g. using the BAT 70 moatingle
(Baumgartner et al. 2013) once spectral modeling resugtanail-
able.

We have not completely ruled out the hypothesis that indi-
vidual low-scattering AGN have unusually high coveringtfas.
Support for such a scenario may arise if, in addition to theupe
liar X-ray spectrum, the AGN is hosted in an early-type gpldbat
is generically devoid of dust (e.g. Sobolewska et al. 20tP3uch
cases, it would be more difficult to imagine host dust to dbote
toward absorption significantly. However, the objects weefti-
gated in this study are radio-quiet Seyfert galaxies mastlgpi-
ral/disk galaxies or mergers that do contain large amoundsist.
Therefore we showed that a low X-ray scattering fractiondsan
sufficient condition to conclude that these objects havedeally
high covering factors.
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