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ABSTRACT

We derive oxygen abundances for two samples of Seyfert 2 (Sy2) active galactic nuclei (AGN) se-

lected from the KPNO International Spectroscopic Survey (KISS). The two samples from KISS include

17 intermediate-redshift (0.29 ≤ z ≤ 0.42) Sy2s detected via their [O III] lines, and 35 low-redshift

(z ≤ 0.1), Hα-detected Sy2s. The primary goal of this work is to explore whether the metallicity

distribution of these two samples changes with redshift. To determine the oxygen abundances of the

KISS galaxies, we use Cloudy to create a large number of photoionization model grids by varying the

temperature of the accretion disk, the ratio of X-ray to UV continuum light, the ionization parameter,

the hydrogen density, and the metallicity of the narrow-line region clouds. We link the results of these

models to the observed [O III]/Hβ and [N II]/Hα emission-line ratios of the KISS sample on the BPT

diagram, interpolating across the model grids to derive metallicity. The two redshift samples overlap

substantially in terms of derived metal abundances, but we find that some of the intermediate-redshift

Sy2 galaxies possess lower abundances than their local universe counterparts. Our analysis provides

evidence for modest levels of chemical evolution (0.18 ± 0.06 dex) over 3 − 4 Gyrs of look-back time.

We compare our results to other AGN abundance derivation methods from the literature.

Keywords: galaxies: active — galaxies: abundances — galaxies: evolution — galaxies: nuclei —

galaxies: Seyfert

1. INTRODUCTION

Active galactic nuclei (AGN) are the most luminous,

persistent sources of light in the universe, often outshin-

ing all the stars in their host galaxies. The strong emis-

sion lines presented in AGN spectra can be used to esti-

mate chemical abundances at a wide range of redshifts.

Therefore, in order to study how the universe chemically

evolves over time, it is relevant to study the evolution

of AGN abundances with redshift.

However, AGN abundance determination methods

have received little attention when compared to their

star-forming galaxy (SFG) counterparts. There is a gen-

eral consensus for SFGs that the determination of the

electron temperature (Te) allows for the derivation of

the metallicity Z (Kennicutt et al. 2003; Hägele et al.
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2008; Yates et al. 2012; Pérez-Montero 2017; Maiolino

& Mannucci 2019). To determine Te, one needs to be

able to detect weak auroral lines for atomic species in

both low- and high-ionization zones or to measure the

Te in one zone and then apply a scaling relation to es-

timate the temperature in the other zone. This method

is called the Te-method.

There are at least two problems with the Te-method

when it comes to determining AGN abundances. Typi-

cally, for extragalactic sources, the [O III]λ4363 auroral

line is the most readily observable. However, this line is

∼50−100 times weaker than [O III]λ5007 at the charac-

teristic abundances of AGN, so it is not easily detected.

Thus, the Te-method is only applicable to objects with

high-excitation lines or low metallicity, a problem of the

method for both SFG and AGN abundance determina-

tions (van Zee et al. 1998; Castellanos et al. 2002; Dı́az

et al. 2007; Pilyugin 2007; Sanders et al. 2016, among

others).
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Second, when the line is detected in AGN, the re-

sulting electron temperature is often higher than ex-

pected and the abundances estimated from it are un-

realistically low (Dors et al. 2015, 2020b). The rea-

sons for this are not well understood. Some authors

suggest shocks enhance the [O III]λ4363 line. Though

the signatures of strong shocks are not often found in

Seyfert 2 (Sy2) spectra (e.g., Zhang et al. 2013; Dors

et al. 2015), there is evidence that they may play a role

(e.g., Dors et al. 2021; Riffel et al. 2021). Komossa &

Schulz (1997) built photoionization models of Sy2 nu-

clei and considered inhomogeneities in the electron den-

sity to attempt to reproduce the narrow optical emis-

sion lines observed in these galaxies. They successfully

reproduced the [S III]λλ9069, 9531 emission lines, and

lines like [Fe III]λ4658 and [Fe VII]λ6087, but failed to

reproduce the [O III]λ4363/λ5007 line ratio.

Dors et al. (2020a) addressed the discrepancy between

the Te-method and other methods. They found that the

relationship derived for H II regions between tempera-

tures of the low (t2) and high (t3) ionization gas does not

apply to determining AGN abundances. They derived a

new expression for the t2− t3 relation for Sy2 nuclei and

reduced the average discrepancy between the Te-method

and other abundance methods by 0.4 dex. However, a

systematic difference is still present when compared to

other methods.

To combat these issues, additional relationships be-

tween Z and stronger emission-line ratios have been sug-

gested. These methods are called strong-line methods.

For a review see Kewley et al. 2019. Currently there are

only a handful of relationships that tie optical emission-

line ratios to AGN abundance. The first relationship

between metallicity and optical emission-line ratios was

developed by Storchi-Bergmann et al. (1998). Since then

other relationships have been suggested (see Castro et al.

2017; Carvalho et al. 2020; Flury & Moran 2020; Dors

2021) but none agree perfectly with each other, with dis-

crepancies as large as 0.8 dex (Dors et al. 2020b). Thus,

if one wishes to determine the abundance of a sample of

AGN with optical emission-line data, the way forward

is not always clear.

In this work, we seek to derive oxygen abundances for

two distinct samples of Sy2 AGN, one at low redshifts

(z ≤ 0.1) and the other at higher redshifts (0.29 ≤ z ≤
0.42), which we hereafter refer to as intermediate red-

shift. Both samples of Sy2s are derived from the KPNO

International Spectroscopic Survey (KISS) (Salzer et al.

2000). The primary goal of this project is to determine if

the metallicity distribution of these two samples changes

with redshift.

To determine the oxygen abundances of the KISS sam-

ple of galaxies, we use Cloudy (Ferland et al. 2017) to

create a set of 3240 photoionization models by varying

the accretion disk temperature, ratio of X-ray to UV

continuum light, ionization parameter, hydrogen den-

sity, and metallicity of the narrow-line region (NLR)

clouds. We link the results of these models to the

observed [O III]/Hβ and [N II]/Hα emission-line ra-

tios of the KISS sample on the Baldwin, Philips, Ter-

levich (BPT; Baldwin et al. 1981) diagram, interpolating

across the model grids to derive metallicity.

Section 2 details the properties of the observational

data from the KISS survey. Next, Section 3 illustrates

how the photoionization models are created and how the

final metallicities are derived for the Sy2 sample. Section

4 presents the results of using these models to derive the

abundances. Finally, Section 5 discusses these results,

plots a mass-metallicity relationship, and compares this

work to some of the other methods of determining AGN

abundances from the literature.

2. OBSERVATIONAL DATA

Our sample comes from the KPNO International

Spectroscopic Survey (KISS; Salzer et al. 2000). KISS

is an objective-prism survey with optical data acquired

using the Burrell Schmidt1 telescope. It was the first

purely digital objective-prism survey designed to find

nearby emission-line galaxies (ELGs) using wide-field

spectroscopy and its goal was to provide a comprehen-

sive survey of ELGs in the nearby universe. The sur-

vey contains a statistically complete, emission-line-flux-

limited sample of SFGs and AGN and has a limiting line

flux of about 1.0 × 10−15 erg s−1 cm−2. The KISS se-

lection criteria includes only ELG candidates with flux

5σ above the surrounding noise.

KISS’s objective-prism spectra covered two wave-

length ranges. The first, known as KISS red (KISSR),

covered 6400− 7200 Å and detects objects primarily by

their Hα line (Salzer et al. 2001; Gronwall et al. 2004b;

Jangren et al. 2005a). The second, known as KISS blue

(KISSB), covered 4800−5500 Å and detects objects pri-

marily by their [O III]λ5007 line (Salzer et al. 2002). We

limit our analysis to the KISSR sample for this work be-

cause it represents an almost seven times larger sample

of galaxies than the sample provided by KISSB. Fur-

thermore, the sky overlap of the KISSB survey with the

first KISSR catalog (Salzer et al. 2001) results in most

of the KISSB objects being included in KISSR.

1 The Burrell Schmidt telescope of the Warner and Swasey Obser-
vatory is operated by Case Western Reserve University.
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While the original objective-prism spectra were

enough to determine the presence of emission lines in

the KISS galaxies, follow-up spectroscopy was carried

out to determine accurate redshifts and the activity class

of each galaxy in the KISS sample. This spectroscopy

campaign was conducted on a variety of observational fa-

cilities which include the 9.2m Hobby-Eberly Telescope

(HET; Gronwall et al. 2004a; Salzer et al. 2009) using

the Marcario Low Resolution Spectrograph, the MDM

2.4m telescope (Wegner et al. 2003; Jangren et al. 2005b)

using the Mark III Spectrograph, and the WIYN 3.5m

telescope (Salzer et al. 2005) using the multi-fiber posi-

tioner Hydra and the Bench Spectrograph. All available

KISS spectra include Hα, Hβ, [O III]λλ4959, 5007, and

[N II]λλ6548, 6584. See Hirschauer et al. (2018) for a

more recent summary of the full spectroscopic follow-up

of KISS.

Each galaxy in the KISSR sample also has stellar

mass estimates determined using spectral energy distri-

bution (SED) fitting to photometric data as described

in Hirschauer et al. (2018). SEDs for each KISS galaxy

were fit using the Code Investigating Galaxy Emission

(CIGALE) software (Noll et al. 2009). These measure-

ments can be utilized to derive a stellar-mass-metallicity

relationships which will be useful for further analysis

later in this work.

The KISSR star-forming and Sy2 sample are displayed

on a BPT diagram in the top panel of Figure 1. The em-

pirical Kauffmann et al. (2003) line, which separates the

star-forming and AGN regions of the plot, is shown as

a dashed line. Spectral classification (SFG or AGN) for

the KISS sample are determined by visual inspection of

emission-line ratios and line widths. Generally, an ob-

ject is classified as a Sy2 AGN if it falls above the empir-

ical Kauffmann et al. (2003) demarcation line and has

a log([O III]/Hβ) emission-line ratio greater than 0.5.

Objects with log([O III]/Hβ) less than 0.5, while still

lying above the Kauffmann et al. (2003), line are gener-

ally considered to be a low-ionization nuclear emission

region (LINER; Heckman 1980), as is consistent with

traditional classification schemes (Ho et al. 1997). LIN-

ERs are excluded from the plot for clarity.

The emission-line ratios displayed in the figure have

been corrected for reddening and underlying Balmer ab-

sorption. Internal reddening for each source was found

by calculating cHβ (assuming Hα/Hβ of 2.86) and the

following equation (Osterbrock & Ferland 2006)

I(λ)

I(Hβ)
=

Iλ0
IHβ0

10−cHβ [f(λ)−f(Hβ)] (1)

to correct the measured line ratios. Here, f(λ) is taken

from values in Rayo et al. (1982), which are derived
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Figure 1. We present two emission-line ratio diagnostic dia-
grams, known as BPT diagrams (Baldwin et al. 1981). Top:
We present the star-forming and Seyfert 2 AGN from the
KISSR sample. LINERs have been excluded. The Seyfert
2 galaxies are split into two samples based on redshift and
are plotted as red triangles and blue circles respectively. The
star-forming galaxies plotted as gray stars. The Kauffmann
et al. (2003) line, which separates the star-forming and AGN
regions of the plot, is shown as a dashed line. Finally, the
horizontal dotted line at log([O III]/Hβ) = 0.8 denotes the
selection limit for the intermediate-redshift Seyfert 2s, as de-
scribed in the text. Bottom: The Seyfert 2 region of the
BPT diagram is shown in more detail. Error bars for the
emission-line ratios have been included as well as the Kauff-
mann et al. (2003) and log([O III]/Hβ) = 0.8 lines.

from the extinction law of Whitford (1958). In the

case of the underlying absorption, we apply a 2 Å cor-

rection which is consistent with Skillman & Kennicutt

(1993) and Hirschauer et al. (2022). This correction is

purely a statistical. The mean offset for the shift in

log([O III]/Hβ) is −0.07 and −0.02 for log([N II]/Hα)

after this correction.
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In total, the KISSR sample contains 1455 star-forming

galaxies and 52 Sy2 AGN for a total of 1507 objects.

A majority of these objects are detected via their Hα

emission lines at z ≤ 0.1. However, in ∼2% of these

1507 cases, objects were detected by their [O III]λ5007

emission lines that had been redshifted into the KISSR

filter’s wavelength range (Salzer et al. 2009). Many of

these [O III]-detected objects are AGN and had red-

shifts between 0.29 and 0.42. Therefore, this work,

which attempts to derive abundances for the KISS AGN,

uses two distinct samples of galaxies from KISS. These

samples probe different redshift windows. The first

sample includes 17 [O III]-detected (0.29 ≤ z ≤ 0.42),

intermediate-redshift Sy2 AGN. The second contains 35

Hα-detected (z ≤ 0.1), low-redshift Sy2 AGN. These are

plotted in Figure 1 as red triangles and blue circles re-

spectively. The star-forming galaxies are represented by

gray stars.

It is important to note that, because the KISS sam-

ple is emission-line flux limited, it is only able to de-

tect the strongest-lined systems via the [O III] line in

the intermediate-redshift galaxies. This effect biases

the [O III]-detected sample and the observed limit is

log[O III]λ5007/Hβ ≈ 0.8. This limit is marked on the

plot as a dotted line. We stress that this limit is strictly

caused by the sensitivity limits of the survey. It is not

a limit set by the physical characteristics of the galaxies

themselves.

We focus in on the Sy2 sample in the bottom panel of

Figure 1. Error bars for the emission-line ratios of each

Sy2 galaxy is included in this subplot. There appears to

be an excess of intermediate-redshift galaxies with low

[N II]λ6584 to Hα ratios compared to the lower-redshift

sample. In particular, there are six intermediate-redshift

Sy2s with log([N II]/Hα) less than −0.4 while there is

only one low-redshift galaxy in the same region above

the 0.8 limit. Further, there are 4 intermediate-redshift

Sy2s with log([N II]/Hα) less than −0.6 while there are

no low-redshift Sy2s in this region of the diagram. The

remainder of this paper focuses on exploring the nature

of these lower [N II]/Hα objects to determine the phys-

ical cause for the lower ratio.

3. METHODOLOGY

We use version 17.01 of Cloudy (Ferland et al. 2017)

to create grids of AGN photoionization models that span

the entire area of the KISSR sample on the BPT di-

agram. A metallicity is then assigned to each galaxy

based on its location inside the grids. Section 3.1 dis-

cusses the parameters specified to construct the models,

Section 3.2 presents the final model grids, and Section

3.3 outlines how a final metallicity value was assigned

to each galaxy.

3.1. Photoionization Model Parameters

To create accurate approximations for the NLRs of

the KISSR Sy2 sample, four main parameters had to

be defined: the shape of the spectral energy distribu-

tion (SED), the ionization parameter (U), the hydrogen

density (nH), and the metallicity (Z).

(i) SED: To specify the shape of the radiation field, we

use Cloudy’s AGN command which produces a power

law with two components that has the following form:

fν = ναuv exp

(
−hν

kTBB

)
exp

(
−kTIR

hν

)
+ aναx (2)

The first component represents the “Big Bump” (BB,

sometimes referred to as “Big Blue Bump”) which peaks

at 1 Ryd. The BB is thought to be a result of thermal

emission from the accretion disk. Due to the accretion

disk’s temperature varying with distance from the black

hole, this portion of the radiation field can be thought

of as a combination of many black bodies with different

temperatures (Pringle 1981).

In this work we keep αuv, which represents the low-

energy slope of the BB, at its default value of −0.5.

However, we allow the value of the BB temperature

(TBB) to vary, assigning values of 104, 3× 104, 105, and

3 × 105 K. This range of model input values was cho-

sen in order to cover the parameter space exhibited by

the KISS emission-line ratios. Without the higher TBB

models, two of the KISSR intermediate-redshift AGN

are not covered by any of these model grids.

The second component is a power law with spectral

index αx. It represents the non-thermal X-ray radiation

and is kept at its default value of −1. The X-ray to

UV flux ratio, represented by αox, is used to specify

the coefficient a and describes the continuum between 2

keV and 2500 Å. In this work we vary αox between −0.8,

−1.1, and −1.4. This range of values is used in Carvalho

et al. (2020) and covers the range typically specified for

AGN (Ho 1999; Miller et al. 2011; Zhu et al. 2019).

(ii) Ionization Parameter: The ionization parameter

(U) has the functional form

U =
Q(H)

4πr20nHc
(3)

and is the ratio of hydrogen-ionizing photons to total-

hydrogen density. Q(H) [s−1] is the number of ionizing

photons emitted by the source per second, r0 [cm] is the

distance between the center of the source and the cloud,

nH [cm−3] is the hydrogen density, and c is the speed of

light.
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Figure 2. We present the photoionization model grids created as part of this project overlaid on the BPT diagram of the KISSR
sample. This set of 15 grids is for models calculated with TBB = 104 K. Going from left to right is increasing hydrogen density
and from top to bottom is decreasing αox values. The KISS Sy2 intermediate-redshift AGN are shown as red triangles and the
low-redshift AGN are shown as blue circles as before. Each square of the group of 15 has a set of models grids represented
by colored lines. Models are calculated with 2 (green), 1.5 (yellow), 1 (red), 0.75 (orange), 0.5 (blue), and 0.25 (not shown)
solar metallicity. The gray lines are different ionization parameters with more negative (−3.5) starting to the lower right and
increasing to less negative (−1.5) toward the upper left. Models that overlay 85% of the KISSR sample are kept to use in the
final metallicity calculation. They are marked with a gold star in the upper left of the square. Finally, average errors in the
points are included in the top right subplot.

For this work, we vary the logarithm of the ionization

parameter from −3.5 ≤ log U ≤ −1.5 in 0.25 dex steps.

This range is similar to the range used in Castro et al.

(2017), Dors et al. (2019), and Carvalho et al. (2020) for

AGN.

(iii) The Hydrogen Density: The hydrogen density was

varied between models to be nH = 100, 300, 1000, 3000,

and 10, 000 cm−3. Generally, the range of densities in

the NLRs of AGN cover the 100 to 3000 cm−3 range

(Vaona et al. 2012; Zhang et al. 2013; Dors et al. 2014;

Flury & Moran 2020) but can extend to higher densities

(Revalski et al. 2018). This range of parameters allows

us to probe the entire range of the sample while staying

under the critical densities for the emission lines used in

this study.

Additionally, Cloudy assumes an isochoric thermal

structure which we have not changed for the construc-

tion of our models. We carried out limited tests with

Cloudy that assumed an isobaric thermal structure.

The differences between the model results are compara-

ble to or less than the formal uncertainties in our line

ratios. Therefore, we have opted to retain the default

isochoric thermal structure.

(iv) Metallicity: We allow the metallicity in the mod-

els to vary, setting it to the following values: Z/Z⊙ =

0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1, 1.5, and 2. We use Cloudy’s de-

fault assumed solar abundance of log(O/H)+12 = 8.69.

Models assuming Z/Z⊙ > 2 produce similar emission-

line ratios to models with metallicity less than 2 so, in

order to avoid overlap in the model grids, the range was

limited to Z/Z⊙ ≤ 2. These values for our models are

similar to previous works and have been found in AGN

at a wide range of redshifts (see Carvalho et al. (2020)

and the references therein).

The abundances of all elements are scaled linearly

with metallicity (O/H) except nitrogen and helium. Ni-

trogen was scaled with the following equation from Car-
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Figure 3. Similar to Figure 2. This set of 15 is for grids of models calculated with TBB = 3× 104 K.

valho et al. (2020) based on work from Dors et al. (2017):

log(N/O) = 1.29× (12 + log(O/H))− 11.84 (4)

Equation 4 is valid for Z/Z⊙ ≳ 0.2 and was derived using

a sample of Seyfert 2 AGN at z < 0.1 and a sample of

H II regions.

It is necessary to introduce a separate scaling relation

for nitrogen because nitrogen has two separate meth-

ods of production. For stars in low metallicity galax-

ies, if the oxygen and carbon are produced in the star

by helium burning, then the amount of nitrogen pro-

duced is independent of the initial heavy element abun-

dance and the nitrogen has a primary origin (Meynet

& Maeder 2002). For stars in high metallicity galaxies,

the amount of nitrogen produced is proportional to the

initial heavy-element abundance. It is produced from

the burn of these heavy elements and is said to have a

secondary origin (Vila-Costas & Edmunds 1993; Henry

et al. 2000). The relation is assumed in order to take

into account the secondary nitrogen origin.

For the helium abundance, a scaling relation is also

necessary. Helium has a high initial abundance as a

result of the Big Bang and so helium only scales weakly

with metallicity. For the Helium abundance we follow a

relation found in Dopita et al. (2006).

He

H
= 0.0737 + 0.024× Z/Z⊙ (5)

We do not include dust in these models following the

example set by previous modeling methodologies (e,g,

Carvalho et al. 2020). Dust can change the emitted

spectrum of the NLR significantly by absorbing ultra-

violet radiation and changing the degree of ionization of

the gas, which changes the emission-line ratios observed.

Furthermore, dust grain collision with gas atoms leads

to more cooling while, conversely, metal depletion onto

the dust grains can cause reductions in the cooling (e.g.,

Dwek & Arendt 1992; Feltre et al. 2016). Some authors

find that models assuming the presence of dust tend

not to reproduce emission-line intensities of AGNs (Na-

gao et al. 2006; Matsuoka et al. 2009). Others (Dopita

et al. 2002 and Groves et al. 2004a,b) suggest that the

effects of dust are critical to accurately predicting AGN

emission-line ratios. Given the lack of clear consensus

on this issue, and in order to avoid introducing addi-

tional uncertainty in our derived abundances, we do not

include dust in these photoionization models.

3.2. Presentation of Model Grids

The output of the models can be seen overlaid on the

KISSR Sy2 sample in Figures 2 through 5. In total

we have constructed 60 different sets of grids over a

wide range of AGN parameters that cover the parameter

space of the KISSR sample. Each set of grids is divided

by TBB into groups of 15. Inside each of the groups,
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Figure 4. Similar to Figure 2. This set of 15 is for grids of models calculated with TBB = 105 K.
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Figure 5. Similar to Figure 2. This set of 15 is for grids of models calculated with TBB = 3× 105 K.
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the hydrogen density, nH , increases from left to right

and the X-ray to UV flux ratio, αox, decreases from top

to bottom. The KISS Sy2 intermediate-redshift AGN

are shown as red triangles and the low-redshift AGN are

shown as blue circles. Each square in the group of 15 has

a set of models grids represented by colored lines. These

lines span the metallicity range of Z/Z⊙ = 0.25−2. The

gray lines show the changing ionization parameter, U,

with more negative (−3.5) starting to the lower right

and increasing to less negative (−1.5) to the upper left.

Finally, average error bars are included in the upper

right square of the group of 15 plots.

Each of the four TBB groups contains 15 grids, each

grid contains six metallicity values and nine ionization

parameter values. In total 3240 models were created

as part of this work in order to cover the full range of

relevant parameter space.

Examining the figures, we can see that, as Z increases,

[O III]/Hβ and [N II]/Hα also increase while, as U in-

creases, [O III]/Hβ increases while [N II]/Hα decreases.

Increasing nH and αox values pushes the model grids to

slightly higher [O III]/Hβ and [N II]/Hα values as well.

These effects are most easily seen in Figures 4 and 5.

As TBB increases, [O III]/Hβ and [N II]/Hα decrease,

especially at lower αox values.

Generally, models with nH = 100 or 300 cm−3, αox =

−1.1, and TBB = 100, 000 or 300, 000 K do the best

job encompassing our data, However, the only model

grid that covers all but one of our data points is the

TBB = 300, 000 K, nH = 1, 000 cm−3, and αox = −1.1

model grid. The TBB = 300, 000 K, nH = 3, 000 and

10, 000 cm−3, and αox = −1.1 grids in Figure 5 both

appear to cover all of our data, but just barely miss the

two, upper left intermediate-redshift AGN.

3.3. Model Selection and Calculating Metallicity

Since these models explore such a wide range of pa-

rameter space, some of the model grids do a better job

of aligning with the KISSR sample than others. The

initial goal of the models was to match the observations

and provide a method with which we can compare the

abundances of the two samples of Sy2s. To accomplish

this goal, and to ensure the models do not stray to far

from the observations, we chose to limit the models used

in the abundance calculation of the Sy2 samples. We

decided to only use model grids that encompassed 85%

of the total KISSR Sy2 sample. After we implemented

this requirement, a total of 29 grids remained. These

are marked with a gold star in Figures 2 through 5.

Once the best grids are identified, a metallicity must

be calculated for each object. For each of the 29 model

grids, each galaxy is located within a box-shaped region

of the grid bounded by two values of the metallicity and

two values of the ionization parameter. The galaxy’s

position is used to interpolate between the edges of the

box to assign each galaxy a metallicity and ionization

parameter. This interpolation is expected to introduce

an absolute grid error less than 5% (See Dopita et al.

2013). If a point is outside the grid’s area, it is not

assigned a value for that set of models.

After this process is done, each KISS AGN now has a

number of different interpolated values for Z and U de-

pending on where that galaxy falls in the various grids.

To get the final value of Z for each AGN we take the me-

dian and standard deviation (σ) of the measurements.

We remove outliers from the list of estimated metallici-

ties by cutting anything that is more than 3σ from the

median, then recalculate the median and standard devi-

ation, and iterate an additional time. Using the remain-

ing estimates, we calculate the mean (µ) and standard

deviation for each galaxy and set the mean as its final

value for Z. A similar process is done to calculate a theo-

retical U value for each KISSR AGN which we use later

in Section 4 to conduct further analysis on the KISSR

sample.

Uncertainty in the measurement of Z is determined by

varying a galaxy’s position on the BPT diagram. Each

galaxy is shifted by its errors in the measured emission-

line ratios, then a metallicity is derived for its new po-

sition within the model grids. The average difference

between its original metallicity and the shifted metal-

licities are added in quadrature with the recalculated

standard deviation to give a final value for the maxi-

mum possible uncertainty in each galaxy’s abundance.

It should be noted here that there is a lot of overlap

in the output of these models which makes individual

metallicity measurements for galaxies in the KISSR sam-

ple suspect. Since it is impossible to know which model

presents the “right” answer for an individual galaxy

given the avaliable information from the KISSR sam-

ple, our method was chosen to cover as much parameter

space as we thought reasonable, then limit the models

used to those that best encompassed the observational

data. Therefore, our inferred Z for any given AGN will

be uncertain. However, when the method is applied to

both samples of AGN, the relative metallicity distribu-

tions derived as part of this work allows for a reliable

comparison of the two samples.

We convert the oxygen abundance from Z⊙ to

log(O/H) with

log(O/H) + 12 = log(Z/Z⊙ × 10−3.31) + 12 (6)

where the solar oxygen abundance is log(O/H) = −3.31

(Asplund et al. 2009).
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4. RESULTS

We present the relevant observational data for the

entire KISS Sy2 sample along with their derived

log(O/H) + 12 and log(U) values in Table 1. Col-

umn (1) lists the KISSR ID and column (2) indicates

if the galaxy is from the intermediate- or low- red-

shift samples. Columns (3) and (4) show the [N II]/Hα

and [O III]/Hβ emission-line ratios respectively and col-

umn (5) shows the log(M∗/M⊙) values from Hirschauer

et al. (2018). Finally, column (6) and column (7) show

the log(O/H)+12 and log(U) values derived as part of

this work. Formal errors are listed for all quantities in

columns (3) through (7).

We plot the KISS Sy2 sample on a BPT diagram in

Figure 6. Here the galaxies are assigned colors based on

the metallicity derived from the photoionization mod-

els. We construct a histogram of the derived abundances

and plot the intermediate- and low-redshift samples sep-

arately in Figure 7. The range of metallicity values

derived by our method and presented in Figure 7 are

consistent with metallicity values derived through other

strong-line methods (e.g., Dors et al. 2020b, Table 1).

Our results span a range from log(O/H) + 12 of 8.37 to

8.82, while the strong-line derived abundances in Dors

et al. 2020b span a range of 8.39 to 9.18.

When we compare the two samples in Figure 7, there

is essentially no difference between the mean metallicity

of the intermediate- and low-redshift AGN (∆µ = 0.02).

However, there is a difference in the distribution of the

metallicity values. The min and max log(O/H) + 12

values for the intermediate-redshift sample is 8.37 and

8.82 and, for the low-redshift sample, the min and max

are 8.39 and 8.77. Additionally, a large percentage of

the low-redshift sample is concentrated in the 8.4 to 8.7

log(O/H) + 12 range whereas the intermediate-redshift

sample is more evenly distributed across the metallicity

bins.

It is not entirely correct to compare the entirety of

these two samples together. The Hα-detected sample

finds almost all the AGN in the volume of the survey.

However, because the KISS sample is emission-line flux

limited, the sensitivity of the survey limits the detection

of the [O III]-selected intermediate-redshift sample to the

strongest-lined systems. That is, it preferentially detects

the AGN with high [O III]/Hβ ratios and high ionization

parameter values.

In order to provide a fair comparison, we can jux-

tapose the intermediate-redshift sample with two dif-

ferent but complementary subsets of the low-redshift

sample. First, we can limit the galaxies in the low-

redshift sample according to their [O III]/Hβ ratios.

The intermediate-redshift sample does not extend be-
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Figure 6. BPT diagram of the KISS Sy2 sample color-coded
by their derived log(O/H) + 12 values. The intermediate-
redshift sample are triangles and the low-redshift sample
are circles. The Kauffmann et al. (2003) line is shown as
a dashed line in the lower left. The horizontal dotted line
at log([O III]/Hβ) = 0.8 denotes the selection limit for the
intermediate-redshift Seyfert 2s, as described in the text.
The low-redshift sample has been split into several subgroups
shown in Figures 8 and 9. If the low-redshift galaxy is above
the log([O III]/Hβ) = 0.8 line, it is included in Figure 8. For
a low-redshift galaxy to be included in Figure 9, it must have
a derived ionization parameter, U, that is greater than the
minimum ionization parameter derived for the intermediate-
redshift sample. These sources are outlined in red.
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Figure 7. The full sample of KISS AGN are displayed in
a histogram with the intermediate-redshift AGN in red in
the top panel and low-redshift AGN in blue on the bottom
panel. log(O/H) + 12 is shown on the bottom x axis and
Z/Z⊙ is shown on the top x axis. Number is on the y axis.
Median and mean values of the two samples are shown as a
dashed and dashed-dotted line.
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Table 1. Data and Results

KISSR ID Intermediate log([N II]/Hα) log([O III]/Hβ) log(M∗/M⊙) log(O/H)+12 log(U)

or Low z

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

47 int -0.043 ± 0.065 1.222 ± 0.006 11.39 ± 0.26 8.71 ± 0.04 -2.25 ± 0.08

127 int -0.659 ± 0.075 0.977 ± 0.002 10.60 ± 0.25 8.39 ± 0.03 -2.18 ± 0.32

279 int 0.037 ± 0.034 1.130 ± 0.004 11.16 ± 0.09 8.72 ± 0.04 -2.63 ± 0.05

603 int 0.062 ± 0.024 1.174 ± 0.005 12.10 ± 0.24 8.75 ± 0.04 -2.53 ± 0.05

767 int -0.015 ± 0.020 1.028 ± 0.003 11.40 ± 0.23 8.67 ± 0.03 -2.83 ± 0.03

838 int -0.278 ± 0.036 0.966 ± 0.003 11.68 ± 0.15 8.53 ± 0.03 -2.81 ± 0.03

1304 int -0.127 ± 0.042 1.299 ± 0.003 11.44 ± 0.24 8.78 ± 0.01 -1.72 ± 0.12

1348 int -0.304 ± 0.038 1.145 ± 0.002 10.46 ± 0.22 8.58 ± 0.03 -2.10 ± 0.20

1541 int -0.444 ± 0.034 0.827 ± 0.003 11.21 ± 0.25 8.43 ± 0.02 -2.97 ± 0.03

1561 int -0.275 ± 0.073 1.121 ± 0.005 11.69 ± 0.13 8.57 ± 0.04 -2.31 ± 0.12

1582 int -0.317 ± 0.038 1.139 ± 0.009 11.08 ± 0.22 8.57 ± 0.03 -2.12 ± 0.17

1600 int -0.430 ± 0.056 1.083 ± 0.002 11.22 ± 0.16 8.51 ± 0.03 -2.16 ± 0.23

1676 int -0.651 ± 0.090 0.914 ± 0.002 10.77 ± 0.29 8.37 ± 0.02 -2.58 ± 0.13

1963 int -0.064 ± 0.028 0.987 ± 0.005 10.92 ± 0.17 8.63 ± 0.03 -2.88 ± 0.03

2036 int 0.119 ± 0.034 1.273 ± 0.006 11.26 ± 0.19 8.82 ± 0.03 -2.26 ± 0.05

2097 int -0.665 ± 0.075 1.135 ± 0.001 10.86 ± 0.32 8.48 ± 0.04 -2.02 ± 0.12

2363 int -0.711 ± 0.103 1.105 ± 0.001 11.40 ± 0.58 8.44 ± 0.05 -2.13 ± 0.10

9 low -0.290 ± 0.074 0.906 ± 0.008 11.09 ± 0.12 8.51 ± 0.03 -2.91 ± 0.04

149 low -0.242 ± 0.078 1.054 ± 0.007 10.15 ± 0.16 8.56 ± 0.04 -2.62 ± 0.06

584 low -0.292 ± 0.055 0.877 ± 0.017 10.96 ± 0.15 8.51 ± 0.03 -2.96 ± 0.03

700 low -0.130 ± 0.144 0.973 ± 0.030 10.78 ± 0.17 8.59 ± 0.06 -2.87 ± 0.10

717 low -0.039 ± 0.065 1.036 ± 0.006 10.28 ± 0.68 8.65 ± 0.04 -2.80 ± 0.06

722 low -0.057 ± 0.082 0.973 ± 0.010 9.77 ± 0.31 8.63 ± 0.04 -2.91 ± 0.07

839 low -0.200 ± 0.073 1.059 ± 0.006 9.93 ± 0.26 8.58 ± 0.04 -2.64 ± 0.06

1138 low -0.350 ± 0.144 0.924 ± 0.020 10.20 ± 0.16 8.49 ± 0.05 -2.85 ± 0.07

1147 low -0.331 ± 0.144 0.876 ± 0.011 11.47 ± 0.10 8.49 ± 0.05 -2.95 ± 0.07

1224 low -0.461 ± 0.144 1.077 ± 0.006 10.59 ± 0.20 8.50 ± 0.04 -2.13 ± 0.24

1285 low -0.164 ± 0.058 1.101 ± 0.006 10.86 ± 0.15 8.62 ± 0.04 -2.55 ± 0.06

2022 low -0.361 ± 0.139 0.990 ± 0.017 10.62 ± 0.25 8.50 ± 0.05 -2.69 ± 0.09

282 low -0.037 ± 0.050 0.932 ± 0.012 10.11 ± 0.17 8.63 ± 0.03 -2.98 ± 0.04

354 low 0.053 ± 0.091 0.899 ± 0.014 10.82 ± 0.04 8.67 ± 0.05 -3.05 ± 0.09

781 low 0.226 ± 0.053 0.848 ± 0.017 10.44 ± 0.15 8.77 ± 0.04 -3.12 ± 0.08

1556 low 0.008 ± 0.032 0.873 ± 0.011 11.08 ± 0.07 8.64 ± 0.02 -3.07 ± 0.03

1595 low -0.049 ± 0.073 0.884 ± 0.012 10.32 ± 0.20 8.62 ± 0.04 -3.04 ± 0.06

2395 low -0.063 ± 0.093 0.834 ± 0.025 10.74 ± 0.23 8.60 ± 0.04 -3.09 ± 0.07

268 low -0.335 ± 0.060 0.582 ± 0.024 9.98 ± 0.36 8.44 ± 0.03 -3.28 ± 0.03

497 low -0.140 ± 0.064 0.482 ± 0.029 11.01 ± 0.03 8.52 ± 0.02 -3.38 ± 0.04

502 low -0.049 ± 0.056 0.640 ± 0.023 10.67 ± 0.07 8.57 ± 0.03 -3.29 ± 0.04

557 low -0.170 ± 0.057 0.774 ± 0.010 10.52 ± 0.22 8.54 ± 0.02 -3.13 ± 0.03

815 low -0.204 ± 0.066 0.731 ± 0.017 10.67 ± 0.17 8.52 ± 0.03 -3.17 ± 0.04

997 low 0.142 ± 0.059 0.485 ± 0.054 10.76 ± 0.10 8.67 ± 0.03 -3.41 ± 0.06

1149 low -0.290 ± 0.144 0.686 ± 0.047 11.41 ± 0.09 8.48 ± 0.05 -3.19 ± 0.07

1171 low -0.482 ± 0.144 0.753 ± 0.010 11.19 ± 0.28 8.39 ± 0.05 -3.06 ± 0.06

1207 low 0.216 ± 0.072 0.722 ± 0.041 10.33 ± 0.23 8.74 ± 0.05 -3.25 ± 0.11

1219 low -0.159 ± 0.069 0.520 ± 0.038 11.00 ± 0.14 8.52 ± 0.03 -3.35 ± 0.04

1321 low -0.170 ± 0.121 0.548 ± 0.050 10.83 ± 0.03 8.52 ± 0.04 -3.33 ± 0.07

1382 low -0.391 ± 0.062 0.498 ± 0.009 10.15 ± 0.07 8.40 ± 0.03 -3.33 ± 0.03

2073 low -0.357 ± 0.065 0.765 ± 0.007 10.57 ± 0.17 8.46 ± 0.03 -3.08 ± 0.03

2129 low -0.093 ± 0.048 0.620 ± 0.018 10.42 ± 0.20 8.55 ± 0.02 -3.30 ± 0.03

2311 low 0.054 ± 0.144 0.647 ± 0.116 11.11 ± 0.03 8.63 ± 0.07 -3.29 ± 0.14

2365 low 0.181 ± 0.144 0.652 ± 0.076 10.86 ± 0.10 8.70 ± 0.08 -3.29 ± 0.18

2369 low -0.229 ± 0.069 0.482 ± 0.027 10.29 ± 0.17 8.48 ± 0.03 -3.37 ± 0.04

Note—The low-redshift sample is split into three subsets as described in the text and Figure 6. The first 12
low-redshift galaxies are the galaxies with a derived ionization parameter greater than the minimum ionization
parameter derived for the intermediate-redshift sample. The next six (plus the previous 12) fall above the
log([O III]/Hβ) = 0.8 line. The remaining 17 fall below the log([O III]/Hβ) = 0.8 line.
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Figure 8. Similar to Figure 7, where only the low-redshift
galaxies with log([O III]/Hβ) > 0.8 are included. These ob-
jects are above the horizontal dotted line in Figure 6. The
[O III]-selected, intermediate-redshift KISS Seyferts show an
excess of both high- and low-metallicity objects.
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Figure 9. Similar to Figure 7, where the only low-redshift
galaxies included have a derived ionization parameter, U,
greater than the minimum ionization parameter calculated
for the intermediate-redshift sample. These objects are out-
lined in red in Figure 6.

low log([O III]/Hβ) of about 0.8 so we set 0.8 as the

limit for the low-redshift sample. The result is shown in

Figure 8. The low-redshift points used in this compari-

son are above the dotted line in Figure 6. Applying this

limit leaves 18 of the 35 Hα-detected, low-redshift sam-

ple. The minimum log(O/H) + 12 value in this subset

is 8.49 while the max is 8.77.

Second, we can compare AGN with similar ioniza-

tion parameters. The lowest derived value of U in the

intermediate-redshift sample is log(U) = −2.97. The

result of limiting the low-redshift sample according to

the ionization parameter values is shown in Figure 9

and produces similar results to Figure 8. The low-

redshift points used in this comparison are outlined in

red in Figure 6. Applying this limit leaves 12 of the

35 Hα-detected, low-redshift sample. The minimum

log(O/H) + 12 value in this subset is 8.49 while the

max is 8.65.

Once these effects are taken into account, we see differ-

ences in the distribution of metallicities between the two

samples of galaxies, regardless of the correction method

used. We highlight the following primary results.

First, the means and medians of the two samples re-

main comparable and there is substantial overlap in

the distribution between the two samples at interme-

diate abundances. However, the distribution of the

intermediate-redshift AGN is much broader than that

of the low-redshift AGN. To quantify the difference in

breadth, we can remove 16% of both samples from both

ends of the distributions (i.e. consider the breadth of

the distributions that falls within ±1σ). Within this

limit, the width of the intermediate-redshift sample is

0.28 dex. The corresponding widths for the two low-

redshift samples are 0.14 dex for the [O III]/Hβ-limited

sample and 0.12 dex for the sample limited by ionization

parameter.

Second, the intermediate-redshift sample has a higher

fraction of high-metallicity AGN. Five of the galaxies

in Figure 8 in the intermediate-redshift sample have

log(O/H) + 12 value greater than 8.7 compared to one in

the low-redshift subset. The intermediate-redshift Sy2s

likely include several higher mass and, therefore, higher-

metallicity systems which may contribute to this effect.

We will explore this effect in further detail in Section

5.2.

Third, the intermediate-redshift sample also has a

higher fraction of low metallicity AGN. In the low-

redshift subsets, no AGN has a log(O/H) + 12 value

of less than 8.49 while there are five AGN in the inter-

mediate sample that have lower log(O/H) + 12 values.

This implies that there is a population of Sy2s that have

somewhat lower chemical compositions at this look-back

time. Results two and three together provide evidence

for modest levels of chemical evolution over 3 − 4 Gyrs

of look-back time between the intermediate- and low-

redshift samples.

To test if the two distributions are different, we per-

formed a Kolmogorov–Smirnov test on the two different

redshift samples. For the full sample, there was a 47%

chance that the two samples were drawn from the same

population (p = 0.47). This percentage decreased to

37% for the [O III]/Hβ-limited sample and 27% for the

log(U)-limited sample. The results from the K-S test
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Figure 10. The cumulative distribution function associated
with the intermediate-redshift sample and the subset of the
low-redshift sample presented in Figure 8.

support the idea that there is a difference between these

two samples but that the statistical significance of that

difference is only modest.

To aid in the comparison between the two samples,

we present the cumulative distribution function for the

intermediate-redshift sample and the subset of the low-

redshift sample described in Figure 8. This cumulative

distribution function is shown in Figure 10.

5. DISCUSSION

5.1. The Existence of a Lower-Metallicity Seyfert 2

Sample at Intermediate Redshifts

Having identified a small population of Sy2s with

lower-metallicity in our intermediate-redshift sample, we

now speculate about the possible reasons for the exis-

tence of this population. It is important to note that

we only see the metallicity difference in a subset of the

intermediate-redshift AGN and the level of metallicity

difference is small, about 0.1− 0.2 dex.

One possible explanation for why some AGN in the

intermediate-redshift sample have lower abundances is

related to infalling gas from the intergalactic medium.

According to cosmological models, intergalactic gas was

more prevalent at higher redshifts than today (e.g.,

Somerville & Davé 2015). If these galaxies had access

to more unprocessed material, that material may flow

into the centers of these galaxies. Therefore, compared

to the local universe where more of the nuclear infall

is from the interstellar medium of the host galaxy, the

intermediate-redshift galaxies would have their metallic-

ity content diluted. This dilution from unprocessed in-

tergalactic gas might be what lowers the total metallicity

and causes the differences between the two samples.
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Figure 11. We plot the derived log(O/H) + 12 values for
the Sy2 samples against the stellar mass of each galaxy. The
KISS Sy2 intermediate-redshift AGN are shown as red tri-
angles and the low-redshift AGN are shown as blue circles
as before. Each sample is fit with a line with the functional
form shown in the legend.

Another reason that might explain why the

intermediate-redshift sample has lower abundances is

that chemical evolution in these galaxies has had less

time to progress. Ly et al. (2016) compare the mass-

metallicity relation for star-forming galaxies across three

redshift bins, z < 0.3, 0.3 < z < 0.5, and 0.5 < z < 1.0,

to the mass-metallicity relation found by Andrews &

Martini (2013) for z ∼ 0.1. They find, at a given stellar

mass, an average offset of 0.13 dex at z < 0.3, −0.17 dex

at 0.3 < z < 0.5, and −0.24 dex at 0.5 < z < 1.0.

Thus, the mass-metallicity relation shifts toward lower

metallicity at fixed stellar mass with increasing look-

back time. This result suggests it is possible that the

higher-redshift sample has lower abundances simply be-

cause they have undergone less chemical evolution.

5.2. Mass–Metallicity Relationship

It is also possible that the intermediate-redshift sam-

ple includes low metallicity galaxies because these galax-

ies are low mass systems and lower-mass systems tend

to have lower abundances (e.g., Lequeux et al. 1979,

Hirschauer et al. 2018). To test this possibility, we can

plot the metallicity against the mass using the stellar

mass data presented in Hirschauer et al. (2018)2. Si-

2 The mass determination method used in Hirschauer et al. (2018)
does not include an AGN component. Hence, the KISSR galaxy
masses for both samples of Sy2 galaxies presented here are likely
over-estimates. This fact should be kept in mind when interpret-
ing our results
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multaneously, we can test the hypothesis that the rea-

son for the high fraction of high-metallicity AGN in the

intermediate-redshift sample is because they are higher

mass and hence higher metallicity.

Figure 11 shows the derived log(O/H) + 12 values

for the KISSR sample from this work plotted against

the log of the stellar mass of each galaxy in a mass-

metallicity (M–Z) plot. For completeness, the full low-

redshift sample is displayed in the figure. The mass

distribution for the low-redshift sample doesn’t change

significantly when we apply the [O III]/Hβ or log(U)

limits.

There appears to be a systematic offset between the

intermediate- and low-redshift Sy2 samples in Figure 11.

However, the limited mass range present for both sam-

ples makes fitting a formal M–Z relationship problem-

atic. In particular, when we do this for the low-redshift

sample, we get the nonphysical result that the M–Z slope

is negative (i.e. higher-mass galaxies have lower abun-

dances). As an expedient, we decided to fit the two

distributions using an M–Z relation with a fixed slope.

For this purpose we adopt the slope of 0.499 derived

by Hirschauer et al. (2018) for the full sample of KISS

SFGs that covers a much larger mass range. We fit a

M–Z relationship to the two different samples and the

results are shown as straight lines in Figure 11.

The y-intercept derived from the fits changes between

the two samples. The low-redshift sample’s intercept

is larger by 0.18 ± 0.06 dex which implies that the

low-redshift sample has a higher abundance than the

intermediate-redshift sample at any given mass. This

metallicity offset is in excellent agreement with the Ly

et al. (2016) results for SFGs in the same redshift range

(0.17 dex). The fact that galaxies with longer look-back

times have lower abundances is consistent with the idea

that heavier elements become more abundant as galax-

ies evolve over time. The observed metallicity change is

only modest but appears to be clearly detected.

The mean value for the intermediate-redshift sam-

ple is log(M∗/M⊙) = 11.21 ± 0.10 while the mean

value for the low-redshift sample is log(M∗/M⊙) =

10.63 ± 0.07. Therefore, the intermediate-redshift sam-

ple is more massive on average by 0.58 ± 0.12 dex, a

factor of 3.8 compared to the low-redshift sample. Of

the intermediate-redshift AGN, only two fall below the

mean of the low-redshift sample. Thus, we can say with

some certainty that the low-abundance galaxies in the

intermediate-redshift sample are not lower-abundance

systems because of their masses.

Additionally, from Figure 11 we can see the higher

abundance intermediate-redshift AGN are also gener-

ally higher-mass systems. This trend lends credence to

our hypothesis that the high fraction of high-metallicity

AGN in the intermediate-redshift sample is likely due

to them being higher mass. The KISS survey preferen-

tially detects these Sy2 galaxies at these higher redshifts

because of their higher line luminosities which tend to

correlate with higher-mass systems.

5.3. Comparison to Previous Work

There are several strong-line methods from the lit-

erature that map emission-line ratios for Sy2 AGN to

abundances. We can compare the results from our work

to these other methods to see if they agree. Many of the

relationships developed by these authors are also based

on photoionization models built with Cloudy.

The first relationship between metallicity and op-

tical emission-line ratios was developed by Storchi-

Bergmann et al. (1998). They presented two

different schemes which we label SB98,1 and

SB98,2. The first requires [N II]λλ6548, 6584/Hα

and [O III]λλ4959, 5007/Hβ line ratios and the sec-

ond requires [O II]λλ3726, 3729/[O III]λλ4959, 5007 and

[N II]λλ6548, 6584/Hα line ratios. Castro et al. (2017)

created the N2O2 method which is dependent on the

log([N II]λ6584/[O II]λ3727) ratio. Carvalho et al.

(2020) created the N2 method which is only depen-

dent on the [N II]λ6584/Hα line ratio. Flury & Moran

(2020) have developed a method for estimating abun-

dances using the Te-method. Their relationship uses

the [O III]λ5007/Hβ and [N II]λ6584/Hα line ratios. Fi-

nally, Dors (2021) created a bi-dimensional relationship

using R23 and takes advantage of the [O II]λλ3726, 3729,

[O III]λλ4959, 5007, and Hβ lines. There are also several

other approaches that make use of Bayesian statistics in

the literature (Pérez-Montero 2014; Thomas et al. 2018;

Mignoli et al. 2019; Pérez-Montero et al. 2019).

In Dors et al. (2020b), some of these methods were

compared against each other. They found that the

oxygen abundance estimates from some of the strong-

line methods differed from each other by up to about

0.8 dex with the largest differences occurring when

log(O/H) + 12 ≤ 8.5. However, the two Storchi-

Bergmann et al. (1998) methods generally agree with

an average difference of −0.08 dex.

For this work, some of the KISSR sample does not

include the [O II] doublet line information. Therefore,

we will focus this comparison on the methods that only

use the [O III], [N II], Hα, and Hβ lines. Since SB98,2

relies on [O II], and because it agrees well with SB98,1,

we will only consider SB98,1 going forward. We will also

consider the N2 method and the Flury & Moran (2020)

method in this comparison.
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Figure 12. We plot the abundance derivations from this work against abundances derived from three different emission-line
abundance methods from the literature in the bottom section of each panel. The KISS Sy2 intermediate-redshift AGN are
shown as red triangles and the low-redshift AGN are shown as blue circles as before. The gray solid line is the one-to-one line
and the average errors for each sample are shown in the top left. The top section of each panel is the difference between our
results and the literature method’s results (∆(x − y) = Our Results − Literature Results). The gray line in this section is a
result of no difference. A line with the functional form y = m× x+ b is fit to the differences and is displayed as a black dashed
line. The average difference and the slope of the fit line is also listed in each panel. Left: The SB98,1 method. Right: N2
method. Lower: Flury & Moran (2020) method.

The SB98,1 relationship is given by the following equa-

tion from Storchi-Bergmann et al. (1998).

zSB98,1 = 8.34 + 0.212x− 0.012x2 − 0.002y

+0.007xy − 0.002x2y + 6.52× 10−4y2

+2.27× 10−4xy2 + 8.87× 10−5x2y2
(7)

Here z = log(O/H) + 12, x = [N II]λλ6548, 6584/Hα

and y = [O III]λλ4959, 5007/Hβ. It is valid for 8.4 ≤
log(O/H)+ 12 ≤ 9.4 and must be corrected for electron

density effects such that

zfinal = zSB98,1 − 0.1× log(Ne/300 (cm
−1

)) (8)

To determine Ne for each galaxy, we average the nH

values from each model used to calculate the metallic-

ity estimate for that galaxy. Uncertainty in O/H values

derived by this method were assumed to be 0.2 dex fol-

lowing Dors et al. (2020b) and Denicoló et al. (2002).

The N2 method provided by Carvalho et al. (2020)

define their relationship as

(Z/Z⊙) = aN2 + b (9)

where N2 = log([N II]λ6584/Hα), a = 4.01 ± 0.08, and

b = -0.07 ± 0.01. It is valid for 0.3 ≤ Z/Z⊙ ≤ 2.0 and

z ≲ 0.4. Uncertainty in the Z values derived by this

method were assumed to be 30% of the derived Z value.
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Finally, Flury & Moran (2020) define their relation-

ship as

z = 7.863 + 1.170x+ 0.027y − 0.369x2

+0.208y2 − 0.406xy − 0.100x3

+0.323y3 + 0.354x2y − 0.333xy2
(10)

where z = log(O/H) + 12, x = log([N II]λ6584/Hα),

and y = log([O III]λ5007/Hβ). It is valid for 7.5 ≤
log(O/H)+12 ≤ 9.0. Uncertainty in the Z values derived

by this method were assumed to be 0.18 dex.

Figure 12 shows the results from the comparison of

these three methods plotted against our derived abun-

dances as well as the difference, ∆(x − y), for each

method. The top left panel plots the SB98,1 method

against our results. The SB98,1 method does a good

job matching our results at lower abundances but, as

log(O/H) + 12 goes up, their results begin to devi-

ate from ours. This trend is especially true for the

intermediate-redshift sample, with metallicities derived

by the SB98,1 relationship as high as 7.5 Z⊙. Even with

these large outliers, the average difference between the

two methods is small, only −0.09. However, the slope of

the line fit to the difference is comparatively large. This

exaggerated slope is most likely due to the large differ-

ences in derived abundance in the five highest metallicity

galaxies in the intermediate-redshift sample.

The N2 method, shown in the top right panel, matches

our derived abundances for the low-redshift sample well.

However, at low and high abundances, the N2 method

underestimates the intermediate-redshift sample’s abun-

dances compared to our results. Overall, this method

produced results closest to ours, with an average differ-

ence of 0.04 between our results and theirs. This result is

not a surprise, since the parameter space we explored in

the models in this work is very similar to the parameter

space explored by Carvalho et al. (2020).

In Carvalho et al. (2020), the N2 method had an

average difference with the SB98,1 method of −0.34,

whereas our results only have a −0.09 average differ-

ence. This result is a surprise considering the similar

parameter spaces explored by the N2 method and our

own. Carvalho et al. (2020) cite the reason for this differ-

ence as stemming from their (N/O)–(O/H) relationship.

The (N/O)–(O/H) relationship used in their models is

significantly different from the relationship used in the

Storchi-Bergmann et al. (1998). Our models use the

same (N/O)–(O/H) relationship as the N2 method, but

nevertheless produce results that match better with the

results from the SB98,1 method. However, our models

do explore higher hydrogen densities and TBB tempera-

tures than the N2 method’s photoionization models and

perhaps this difference is what is causing our results to

be in better agreement with the SB98,1 method. Alter-

natively, this work does not examine as wide an ioniza-

tion parameter space as Carvalho et al. (2020) and the

-3.5 to -4.0 ionization parameter space explored in their

work does a lot to lower their abundance measurements

(see their Figure 3). This might also explain why the

intermediate-redshift galaxies have worse agreement.

The comparison between our results and the Flury &

Moran (2020) relationship is plotted in the bottom panel

of Figure 12 and show a fairly large difference in derived

abundances, especially at lower metallicities. The entire

low-redshift sample’s abundances are underestimated by

this method when compared to our results, with metal-

licities derived by the Flury & Moran (2020) relationship

that are as low as 0.08 Z⊙. Such low Z values seem un-

physical given the stellar masses of these systems (see

Section 5.2). However, the intermediate-redshift sample

is matched fairly well by this relationship at intermedi-

ate and higher abundances.

The Flury & Moran (2020) method produced the

largest difference when compared to our results with

an average difference of 0.34. Initially, we thought the

difference between our abundances was due to the two

samples being located at different redshifts, but the me-

dian redshift of the parent sample from Flury & Moran

(2020) is 0.075 which is not so different than the median

of the KISSR low-redshift sample of z = 0.063 (Wegner

et al. 2003; Gronwall et al. 2004a; Jangren et al. 2005b;

Salzer et al. 2005, 2009). The deviation of the Flury

& Moran (2020) method from our method is similar to

discrepancies seen between strong-line methods and the

Te-method (Dors et al. 2020b). These large deviations

are typically at lower abundances and are the signature

of a historical problem that results from using the Te-

method for Sy2 abundances (discussed in Section 1).

6. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

It is important to study how AGN change over time

to better understand how galaxies, and the universe,

change and evolve with redshift. AGN abundance deter-

mination is still an area of active study. In this work, we

derive the abundances for two samples of Sy2 AGN from

the KISS survey. One of these samples is at low redshifts

of z ≤ 0.1 and the other is at intermediate redshifts of

0.29 ≤ z ≤ 0.42. We create a large number of pho-

toionization models to encompass the parameter space

exhibited by the KISS emission-line ratios and overlay

them on the BPT diagram with the KISS sample. We

interpolate within the model grids to derive abundances

for the KISS AGN.

When the differences between the two samples are

taken into account, we can draw three conclusions.
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First, we find that the breadth of the distribution of

the intermediate-redshift AGN abundances is broader

than that of the low-redshift AGN (0.28 dex compared

to about 0.14 dex). Second, the intermediate-redshift

sample has an approximately five times higher fraction

of high-metallicity AGN. This higher fraction is prob-

ably because many of the higher-redshift Seyferts are

higher-mass systems and hence have higher metallic-

ity. Third, the intermediate-redshift sample also has

a higher fraction of lower-metallicity AGN. This higher

fraction implies that there is a population of Sy2s that

have modestly lower (0.18± 0.06 dex) chemical compo-

sitions at this look-back time. These conclusions are

further confirmed when the Sy2 sample is plotted on

a mass-metallicity relationship diagram. We speculate

that the reason for this lower-abundance population of

Sy2s at higher redshifts could be due to either the inflow

of unprocessed intergalactic gas or because the higher-

redshift sample has had less time to chemically evolve.

The results from this work are compared to three dif-

ferent strong-line methods from the literature. These

comparisons present mixed results. The abundances de-

rived for the low-redshift sample are in good agreement

with two of the methods from the literature: the SB98,1

method and the N2 method. For the intermediate-

redshift sample, depending on which method is com-

pared, some of the derived abundances are in good

agreement while others show large differences. The

SB98,1 method is generally able to match our results

for the higher-redshift sample at lower and interme-

diate abundances, the N2 method does best at inter-

mediate abundances, and the Flury & Moran (2020)

method matches our results best at intermediate and

higher abundances. Regardless of these disagreements,

the breadth of parameter space covered by our models

should allow this methodology to be applied to other

Sy2 samples in the future and enable the derivation of

AGN abundances in future studies.
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