arXiv:1904.12876v1 [astro-ph.GA] 29 Apr 2019

DRAFT VERSION MAY 1, 2019 Preprint typeset using L^ATEX style emulateapj v. 01/23/15

SDSS J075101.42+291419.1: A SUPER-EDDINGTON ACCRETING QUASAR WITH EXTREME X-RAY VARIABILITY

HEZHEN LIU^{1,2,3} , B. LUO^{1,2,3} , W. N. BRANDT^{4,5,6} , MICHAEL S. BROTHERTON^7, PU DU^8 , S. C. GALLAGHER^9, CHEN HU^8 , OHAD SHEMMER^{10}, JIAN-MIN WANG^{8, 11, 12} Draft version May 1, 2019

ABSTRACT We report the discovery of extreme X-ray variability in a type 1 quasar: SDSS J075101.42+291419.1. It has a black hole mass of 1.6 × 10^7 M_⊙ measured from reverberation mapping (RM), and the black hole is accreting with a super-Eddington accretion rate. Its XMM-Newton observation in 2015 May reveals a flux drop by a factor of ∼ 22 with respect to the Swift observation in 2013 May when it showed a typical level of X-ray emission relative to its UV/optical emission. The lack of correlated UV variability results in a steep X-ray-to-optical power-law slope (α_{OX}) of -1.97 in the low X-ray flux state, corresponding to an X-ray weakness factor of 36.2 at rest-frame 2 keV relative to its UV/optical luminosity. The mild UV/optical continuum and emission-line variability also suggest that the accretion rate did not change significantly. A single power-law model modified by Galactic absorption describes well the 0.3–10 keV spectra of the X-ray observations in general. The spectral fitting reveals steep spectral shapes with Γ ≈ 3. We search for active galactic nuclei (AGNs) with such extreme X-ray variability in the literature and find that most of them are narrow-line Seyfert 1 galaxies and quasars with high accretion rates. The fraction of extremely X-ray variable objects among super-Eddington accreting AGNs is estimated to be ≈ 15–24%. We discuss two possible scenarios, disk reflection and partial covering absorption, to explain the extreme X-ray variability of SDSS J075101.42 + 291419.1. We propose a possible origin for the partial covering absorber, which is the thick inner accretion disk and its associated outflow in AGNs with high accretion rates.

Keywords: galaxies: active – quasars: individual (SDSS J075101.42+291419.1) – X-rays: galaxies

1. INTRODUCTION

Active galactic nuclei (AGNs) are in general powerful X-ray sources in the Universe. X-ray emission from AGNs mainly originates from a corona of hot electrons in the vicinity of the black hole (BH). Thermal UV/optical photons emitted from the accretion disk are inverse-Compton scattered by the hot electrons to X-ray energies, forming a power-law continuum (e.g., Sunyaev & Titarchuk 1980; Haardt & Maraschi 1993). The detailed physics of the corona is not well understood. Observationally, except for radio-loud AGNs and other AGNs with potential X-ray absorption, such as broad

1 School of Astronomy and Space Science, Nanjing University, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210093, China

2 Key Laboratory of Modern Astronomy and Astrophysics (Nanjing University), Ministry of Education, Nanjing 210093, China

3 Collaborative Innovation Center of Modern Astronomy and Space Exploration, Nanjing 210093, China

4 Department of Astronomy & Astrophysics, 525 Davey Lab, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA 16802, USA

5 Institute for Gravitation and the Cosmos, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA 16802, USA

6 Department of Physics, 104 Davey Lab, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA 16802, USA

7 Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Wyoming, Laramie, WY 82071, USA

8 Key Laboratory for Particle Astrophysics, Institute of High Energy Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, 19B Yuquan Road, Beijing 100049, China

9 Department of Physics & Astronomy and Centre for Planetary and Space Exploration, The University of Western Ontario, London, ON, N6A 3K7, Canada

10 Department of Physics, University of North Texas, Denton, TX 76203, USA

11 National Astronomical Observatories of China, Chinese Academy of Sciences, 20A Datun Road, Beijing 100020, China

12 School of Astronomy and Space Science, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, 19A Yuquan Road, Beijing 100049, China

absorption line (BAL) quasars, the X-ray emission of type 1 AGNs is closely related to the UV/optical emission from the accretion disk. This is generally quantified as a tight correlation between the X-ray-to-optical power-law slope parameter (α_{OX}^{13}) and the 2500 Å monochromatic luminosity (e.g., Strateva et al. 2005; Steffen et al. 2006; Just et al. 2007; Grupe et al. 2010; Lusso et al. 2010). This relation is often used to assess the level of X-ray weakness for AGNs. When the observed α_{OX} value of an AGN is lower than that expected from the α_{OX}–L_{2500 Å} relation (Δα_{OX} = α_{OX} - α_{OX,exp} < 0, where more negative values indicate more extreme X-ray weakness relative to the 2500 Å monochromatic luminosity), it is X-ray weak by a linear factor of f_{weak} = 10^{-ΔαOX/0.384}.

X-ray luminosity variability is a characteristic property of AGNs, which is generally related to instabilities of the corona or fluctuations of the accretion flow (e.g., Nandra 2001; McHardy et al. 2006; MacLeod et al. 2010; Yang et al. 2016; Zheng et al. 2017). The intrinsic X-ray variability of AGNs contributes partially to the dispersion of the α_{OX}–L_{2500 Å} relation (e.g., Vagnetti et al. 2010; Gibson & Brandt 2012; Vagnetti et al. 2013; Chiaraluce et al. 2018). Compared to AGN variability at longer wavelengths, AGN X-ray variability often displays larger amplitudes on timescales of years down to minutes (e.g., Ulrich et al. 1997; Peterson 2001). The typical long-term X-ray flux variability amplitude of AGNs is ∼ 20–50%, and seldom exceeds 200% (e.g., Yuan et al. 1998; Grupe et al. 2001; Paolillo et al. 2004; Mateos et al. 2007; Vagnetti et al. 2011; Gibson & Brandt 2012; Soldi et al. 2014; Yang et al. 2016; Middei et al. 2017; Maughan & Reiprich 2018). There are several types of AGNs that may have ex-

13 α_{OX} = 0.384log( f_{2 keV}/ f_{2500 Å}), where f_{2 keV} and f_{2500 Å} are the rest-frame 2 keV and 2500 Å flux densities. It is an X-ray loudness parameter that is used to compare the UV/optical and X-ray luminosities.

cess X-ray variability compared to typical AGNs. Radioloud AGNs are known to have X-ray emission contributed from the jets (e.g., Worrall et al. 1987; Wilkes & Elvis 1987; Worrall & Birkinshaw 2006; Miller et al. 2011; Komossa 2018), and they often show strong X-ray variability related to the jets (e.g., Gliozzi et al. 2007; Carnerero et al. 2017; Zhu et al. 2018). Strong X-ray variability has also been observed in several BAL quasars, likely due to X-ray absorption variability (e.g., Gallagher et al. 2004; Saez et al. 2012; Kaastra et al. 2014; Mehdipour et al. 2017). Recently, a small number of "changing-look" quasars have been discovered (e.g., LaMassa et al. 2015; Parker et al. 2016; Mathur et al. 2018; Oknyansky et al. 2019). Such an AGN likely has different amounts of X-ray emission in different states, although its α_{OX} values are not necessarily abnormal as the X-ray and UV/optical emission might vary in a coordinated manner. We do not consider these types of AGNs in our following discussion of AGN X-ray variability.

Besides radio-loud AGNs, BAL quasars, and changing-look quasars, only a small number of extremely X-ray variable AGNs have been reported in the past two decades; in this study we consider extremely X-ray variable AGNs as those varying in X-rays by factors of larger than 10 (≳ 2.5σ deviation from the expected α_{OX}–L_{2500 Å} relation; Table 5 of Steffen et al. 2006). These AGNs all vary between the X-ray normal and weak states, with X-ray weakness factors of f_{weak} > 10 (Δα_{OX} < -0.384) in the low state. Most of these objects are narrow-line Seyfert 1 galaxies (NLS1s), which are a well-studied group of AGNs that generally have small BH masses (≲ 10^7 M_⊙) and large Eddington ratios (λ_{Edd} ≳ 0.1; e.g., Boller et al. 1996; Leighly 1999a,b; Grupe et al. 2001, 2004b; Gallo 2018; Komossa 2018 and references therein). We give a few examples of this phenomenon observed in NLS1s. Mrk 335 fell into a historically low X-ray flux state in 2007 with a flux drop by a factor of 30, and it has ever since shown persistent X-ray variability and occasional intense flares with variability factors of ≈ 10 in nearly 11 years of monitoring observations (e.g., Grupe et al. 2007, 2012; Gallo et al. 2018). NGC 4051 was observed in an extremely dim state in 1998, with the X-ray flux about 20 times fainter than its historical average value (e.g., Guainazzi et al. 1998; Uttley et al. 1999; Peterson et al. 2000). 1H 0707 - 495 and IRAS 13224 - 3809 exhibit very rapid X-ray variability with variability amplitudes up to ≈ 100–200 within only a few hours (e.g., Boller et al. 2002; Fabian et al. 2009, 2012, 2013; Ponti et al. 2010; Jiang et al. 2018).

At higher luminosities, only three radio-quiet non-BAL quasars have been found to show extreme X-ray variability (by factors of larger than 10), which are PHL 1092 (e.g., Miniutti et al. 2009, 2012), PG 0844 + 349 (e.g., Gallagher et al. 2001; Gallo et al. 2011), and PG 1211 + 143 (e.g., Bachev et al. 2009). In this study, we consider quasars as AGNs with the rest-frame 5100 Å luminosity larger than 10^{44} erg s^{-1}, which typically have BH masses of ≳ 10^7 M_⊙. These three extremely X-ray variable quasars are narrowline (NL) type 1 quasars that possess narrower than typical Hβ lines in their optical spectra similar to NLS1s, indicating relatively small BH masses and high Eddington ratios compared to typical quasars. Another common feature among these extremely X-ray variable NLS1s and NL type 1 quasars is that there is no coordinated UV/optical continuum or emission-line variability with their X-ray variability, suggesting that the accretion rates of these objects did not change significantly (e.g., Bachev et al. 2009; Gallo et al. 2011; Grupe et al. 2012; Miniutti et al. 2012; Robertson et al. 2015; Buisson et al. 2018). Most of the extremely X-ray variable AGNs mentioned above have been discussed in early studies of α_{OX} variability in Seyfert 1 galaxies, and it has been suggested that extremely variable α_{OX} values are preferentially observed in NLS1s (e.g., Gallo 2006; Vasudevan et al. 2011).

The rarity of extremely X-ray variable AGNs discovered so far may be related to the limited numbers of X-ray observations available for individual objects, and we probably have not found the extremely X-ray weak states for most of the NLS1s and NL type 1 quasars. Using the published data of two extremely X-ray variable AGNs, Mrk 335 and PHL 1092, we roughly estimated that the duty cycles of their extremely X-ray weak states ( f_{weak} > 10, Δα_{OX} < -0.384) are 30% and 60%, respectively (see the analysis in Section 4.2 below). If extreme X-ray variability is a common feature for NLS1s and NL type 1 quasars, with a similar ≈ 30–60% duty cycle for the extremely X-ray weak state, we would expect that among a large sample of these AGNs, ≈ 30–60% will deviate significantly from the α_{OX}–L_{2500 Å} relation (with Δα_{OX} < -0.384). However, such large fractions of X-ray weak outliers have not been found in previous studies of the α_{OX}–L_{2500 Å} relation (e.g., Grupe et al. 2010; Vasudevan et al. 2011; Gibson & Brandt 2012). The rarity of extreme X-ray variable AGNs is likely intrinsic, and they only constitute a small fraction of NLS1 or NL type 1 quasar population (see Section 4.2 below for detailed discussion).

Here we report the discovery of extreme X-ray variability in another quasar, SDSS J075101.42 + 291419.1 (hereafter SDSS J0751 + 2914). The source has a redshift of z = 0.1208, and it is a radio-quiet (radio loudness R = 1.29)^{14} quasar that possesses spectroscopic characteristics similar to NLS1s; e.g., a relatively narrow Hβ line (FWHM = 1679 km s^{-1}), strong optical Fe II emission, and weak [O III] lines. It is one of the targets in the reverberation mapping (RM) campaign targeting super-Eddington accreting massive black holes (SEAMBHs; Du et al. 2015, 2016, 2018). Its virial BH mass constrained from the Hβ RM is 1.6 × 10^7 M_⊙, and its dimensionless mass accretion rate derived from the standard thin disk model (Shakura & Sunyaev 1973) is Ṁ = Ṁc^2/L_{Edd} = 20.1(ℓ_{44}/cosi)^{3/2}(M_{BH}/10^7M_⊙)^{-2} = 28.2, where Ṁ is the mass accretion rate, L_{Edd} = 1.5 × 10^{38}(M_{BH}/M_⊙) erg s^{-1} is the Eddington luminosity for solar composition gas, ℓ_{44} = L_{5100 Å}/10^{44} erg s^{-1} is the restframe 5100 Å luminosity in units of 10^{44} erg s^{-1}, M_{BH} is the BH mass, and i (adopted as cos i = 0.75) is the inclination angle of the disk (e.g., Du et al. 2015, 2018). The Eddington ratio and Ṁ follow the relation: λ_{Edd} = L_{Bol}/L_{Edd} = ηṀ , where L_{Bol} is the disk bolometric luminosity, and η is the mass-to-radiation conversion efficiency. According to the criterion of Ṁ > 3 used for identifying SEAMBH candidates (Wang et al. 2014b; Du et al. 2015), SDSS J0751 + 2914 can be classified as a SEAMBH candidate. We caution that there could be substantial systematic uncertainties on the the measured BH mass and accretion rate of SDSS

14 The radio loudness parameter is defined as R = f_{6 cm}/ f_{2500 Å}, where f_{6 cm} and f_{2500 Å} are flux densities at 6 cm and 2500 Å, respectively (e.g., Jiang et al. 2007). The value is adopted from Shen et al. (2011).

J0751 + 2914, because for an AGN with a high accretion rate, the broad line region (BLR) may no longer be virialized (e.g., Marconi et al. 2008, 2009; Netzer & Marziani 2010; Krause et al. 2011; Pancoast et al. 2014; Li et al. 2018) and the accretion disk may deviate from the standard thin disk (e.g., Abramowicz et al. 1980, 1988; Wang & Netzer 2003; Ohsuga & Mineshige 2011; Wang et al. 2014a; Jiang et al. 2016, 2017). SDSS J0751 + 2914 has archival Swift (Gehrels et al. 2004) and XMM-Newton (Jansen et al. 2001) X-ray observations, for which simultaneous UV/optical photometric observations by the same satellites are available. We serendipitously discovered its extreme X-ray variability during systematic analyses of the X-ray properties for SEAMBHs (H. Liu et al, in preparation).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present the mutiwavelength observations and describe the data analysis processes. The main results are presented in Section 3. In Section 4, we describe the common properties of extremely X-ray variable AGNs, estimate the occurrence rate of extreme X-ray variability among AGNs with high accretion rates, and discuss possible physical mechanisms for extreme X-ray variability in AGNs. We summarize and present future prospects in Section 5. Throughout this paper, we use J2000 coordinates and a cosmology with H_0 = 67.4 km s^{-1} Mpc^{-1}, Ω_M = 0.315, and Ω_Λ = 0.686 (Planck Collaboration et al. 2018).

2. MULTIWAVELENGTH OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

2.1. Swift Observations

SDSS J0751 + 2914 has been observed by Swift on seven occasions since 2013. These observations were performed simultaneously with the X-ray Telescope (XRT; Burrows et al. 2005) and UV-Optical Telescope (UVOT; Roming et al. 2005). For five observations, the exposure times are less than 1 ks, and we did not use their XRT data since no useful constraints can be derived. We analyzed the XRT data of the other two observations, which were performed on 2013 May 27 and 2014 September 4, respectively. The observation log is given in Table 1. The XRT was operated in Photon Counting (PC) mode (Hill et al. 2004) and the data were reduced with the task xrtpipeline version 0.13.2, which is included in the HEASOFT package 6.17. The spectral extraction was performed using the task xselect version 2.4. Source photons were selected from a circular region centered on the optical position of SDSS J0751 + 2914 with a 47^{′′} radius. The corresponding background photons were extracted from a nearby source-free circular region with a 100^{′′} radius. The ancillary response function files (arfs) were generated by xrtmkarf, and the standard photon redistribution matrix files (rmfs) were obtained from the CALDB. There are 176 and 34 photons in the 0.3–10 keV band in the spectra of the 2013 and 2014 observations, respectively. Considering the small numbers of counts, we grouped the spectra using grppha such that each bin contains at least 1 photon count.

Each of the seven UVOT observations was performed using only one filter (U, UVW1, or UVM2), which is reported in Table 2. After aspect correction, the exposures were coadded for each segment in each filter using the task uvotimsum. Source counts were extracted from a circular region with a 5^{′′} radius centered on the source position determined by the task uvotdetect, and the background counts were extracted from a nearby source-free circular region with a radius of 20^{′′}. The magnitudes and fluxes in these UVOT bands were then computed using the task uvotsource. These data were corrected for Galactic extinction at the source position (E_{B-V} = 0.042; Schlegel et al. 1998) following the dereddening approach of Cardelli et al. (1989) and O’Donnell (1994).

2.2. XMM-Newton Observation

SDSS J0751+2914 was observed with XMM-Newton for ∼ 11 ks on 2015 May 4 using simultaneously the European Photon Imaging Camera (EPIC) PN (Strüder et al. 2001) and MOS (Turner et al. 2001) detectors, and the Optical Monitor (OM; Mason et al. 2001). The observation information is reported in Table 1. This observation was presented in Castelló-Mor et al. (2017), while we reprocessed the observational data to make comparisons to the Swift observations. The EPIC observations were operated in Full Window mode. The data were processed using the XMM-Newton Science Analysis System (SAS v.16.0.0) and the latest calibration files. We only used the EPIC PN X-ray data, which were reduced with the task epproc. Only single and double events were selected, and bad pixels and high background flares were filtered from the calibrated event lists based on the standard selection criteria, which resulted in a final cleaned exposure time of 5.3 ks. We extracted the source spectrum using a circular region with a radius of 35^{′′}centered on the source position determined by the task edetect-chain. The background spectrum was extracted from a nearby source-free circular region of the same size in the same CCD chip. Spectral response files were generated using the tasks rmfgen and arfgen. The source spectrum contains 295 photons in the 0.3–10 keV energy band. We grouped the spectrum using the task specgroup with a minimum of one photon count per energy bin.

The OM has similar filters to those of the Swift UVOT, although the effective wavelengths of these filters are somewhat different (see Table 1). The OM observation was reduced with the task omchian, which generated five exposures for three filters (U, UVW1, and UVM2). The photometric results of every exposure are recorded in SWSRLI files, and we extracted the magnitudes and fluxes of our target from these files. We adopted the mean magnitudes and fluxes of all the exposure segments for each filter, which were then corrected for Galactic extinction.

2.3. Lijiang Observations

SDSS J0751 + 2914 was observed repeatedly with the Lijiang 2.4 m telescope at the Yunnan Observatories of the Chinese Academy of Sciences during 2013 November–2014 May and 2016 October–2017 June (Du et al. 2015, 2018). It was also observed with the Lijiang telescope simultaneously with the XMM-Newton observation on 2015 May 4. The details of the observations and the data reduction were reported in Du et al. (2014, 2015, 2018). The light curves of the 5100 Å continuum flux density and the Hβ emission-line flux in the two RM monitoring periods are presented in Section 3.4 below. We gathered three Lijiang spectra, for which the observation dates are closest to those of the X-ray observations. The first spectrum was observed on 2013 November 13, 170 days after the 2013 Swift observation. The second spectrum was observed on 2014 May 17, 110 days before the 2014 Swift observation. Another spectrum is the one observed simultaneously with the 2015 XMM-Newton observation.

3. RESULTS

3.1. X-ray Spectral Analysis

Table 1 Observation Log

Observation Exposure Time Bandpass or Observatory and Instrument Date ID (s) Effective Wavelength

Swift XRT (PC mode) 2013–05–27 00039549001 4110 0.3–10 keV Swift UVOT (UVW1) 2013–05–27 00039549001 4065 2600 Å Swift UVOT (UVW2) 2014–01–25 00039550001 101 1928 Å Swift XRT (PC mode) 2014–09–04 00039550002 2015 0.3–10 keV Swift UVOT (U) 2014–09–04 00039550002 2106 3465 Å Swift UVOT (UVW1) 2015–03–18 00039550003 158 2600 Å Swift UVOT (UVW2) 2015–05–28 00039550004 901 1928 Å Swift UVOT (UVW1) 2015–09–14 00039550005 626 2600 Å Swift UVOT (U) 2016–05–20 00039550007 394 3465 Å XMM-Newton PN 2015–05–04 0761510101 10650 0.3–12 keV XMM-Newton MOS1 2015–05–04 0761510101 12543 0.5–10 keV XMM-Newton MOS2 2015–05–04 0761510101 12649 0.5–10 keV XMM-Newton OM (U) 2015–05–04 0761510101 8000 3440 Å XMM-Newton OM (UVW1) 2015–05–04 0761510101 8000 2910 Å XMM-Newton OM (UVM2) 2015–05–04 0761510101 4000 2310 Å

Table 2 X-ray and UV/optical properties

Observatory Date f_{2 keV} f_{W2} f_{M2} f_{W1} f_U f_{2500Å} α_{OX} Δα_{OX} f_{weak} (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11)

Swift 2013–05–27 9.13 – – 6.30 – 6.57 -1.48 ± 0.02 -0.09 1.8^{+0.2}_{-0.2} 2014–01–25 – 4.74 – – – 5.37 – – – 2014–09–04 2.86 – – – 7.04 6.23 -1.67 ± 0.05 -0.28 5.4^{+2.0}_{-1.5} 2015–03–18 – – – 3.89 – 4.06 – – – 2015–05–28 – 4.83 – – – 5.47 – – – 2015–09–14 – – – 5.44 – 5.67 – – – 2016–05–20 – – – – 6.98 6.18 – – – XMM-Newton 2015–05–04 0.36 – 4.60 5.12 5.80 5.03 -1.97 ± 0.03 -0.60 36.2^{+6.0}_{-5.3}

Note. — Cols. (1)–(2): X-ray observatory and observation date. Col. (3): Galactic absorption corrected flux density at rest-frame 2 keV in units of 10^{-31}erg cm^{-2} s^{-1} Hz^{-1}. We used only two of the seven Swift XRT observations. Cols. (4)–(7): Galactic extinction corrected flux densities in the UVOT and OM bands, given in units of 10^{-27}erg cm^{-2} s^{-1} Hz^{-1}. Col. (8): flux density at rest-frame 2500 Å, derived from the UVOT/OM photometric data. Col. (9): X-ray-to-optical power-law slope parameter. The 1σ uncertainty was propagated from the uncertainty of f_{2 keV}. Col. (10): difference between the observed α_{OX} and expected α_{OX,exp} derived from the α_{OX}–L_{2500Å} relation of Steffen et al. (2006). Col. (11): factor of X-ray weakness in accordance with Δα_{OX}.

Table 3 Spectral Fitting Results

Observatory Observation Band Total Background Γ_s Γ_h C-stat/dof F_{0.5–2 keV} F_{2–10 keV} Date (keV) Counts Counts (10^{-13}erg cm^{-2} s^{-1}) (10^{-13}erg cm^{-2} s^{-1})

Swift 2013–05–27 0.3–10 176 3.4 2.89^{+0.14}_{-0.13} – 108.7/103 8.47^{+0.71}_{-0.43} 3.03^{+0.62}_{-0.46} 1.8–10 22 1.8 – 2.36^{+0.72}_{-0.69} 22.9/22 6.70^{+2.87}_{-5.67} 5.15^{+2.70}_{-0.66} Swift 2014–09–04 0.3–10 34 2.0 3.07^{+0.37}_{-0.37} – 20.5/30 3.01^{+0.55}_{-0.45} 0.83^{+0.64}_{-0.33} XMM-Newton 2015–05–04 0.3–10 295 72.1 3.06^{+0.18}_{-0.17} – 126.7/178 0.39^{+0.04}_{-0.03} 0.11^{+0.04}_{-0.03}

Note. — The spectral fitting model adopted is a single power-law model modified by Galactic absorption (WABS*ZPOWERLW). The Galactic absorption (WABS) is fixed at N_H = 3.55 × 10^{20} cm^{-2} (Kalberla et al. 2005). All quoted errors are at a 68% (1σ) confidence level.

All of the X-ray spectral fitting was performed with XSPEC (v12.9.1; Arnaud 1996). Due to the small numbers of counts in the spectra, the Cash statistic (CSTAT; Cash 1979)^{15} was used in parameter estimation as it is based on the Poisson distribution. We first used a simple power-law model modified by Galactic absorption (WABS*ZPOWERLW) to fit the 0.3–10 keV spectra. The Galactic neutral hydrogen column

15 The W statistic was actually used in the XSPEC spectral fitting when background spectra are included. see https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/xanadu/xspec/manual/ XSappendixStatistics.html for details.

density was fixed at N_H = 3.55 × 10^{20} cm^{-2} (Kalberla et al. 2005). The best-fit results are presented in Figure 1 and the model parameters are reported in Table 3. The error bars plotted in Figure 1 and the parameter errors listed in Table 3 are at a 68% (1σ) confidence level. In general, these models provide reasonable fits to the three spectra. The three power-law photon indices (Γ_s in Table 3) indicate steep spectral shapes, which are consistent with those of NLS1s (e.g, Brandt et al. 1997; Leighly 1999b).

Soft X-ray excess emission can steepen the power-law slope of an X-ray spectrum. It is common in NLS1s, and also in quasars in general (e.g., Boller et al. 1996; Leighly 1999b;

Figure 1. X-ray spectra overlaid with best-fit models for the (a) 2013 Swift, (b) 2014 Swift, and (c) 2015 XMM-Newton observations. The three 0.3–10 keV spectra were fitted with a single power-law model modified by Galactic absorption. For display purposes, the spectra are grouped such that each bin has at least 3σ significance for the 2013 Swift and 2015 XMM-Newton spectra, and 2.2σ significance for the 2014 Swift spectrum. In each subfigure, the best-fit model is shown in red, and the bottom panel shows the ratio of the spectral data to the best-fit model. These simple absorbed power-law models provide reasonable fits to the X-ray data, with steep photon indices of Γ_s ≈ 3.

Porquet et al. 2004; Grupe et al. 2010; Marlar et al. 2018). Thus, we also attempted to fit the 1.8–10 keV (rest-frame energies above 2 keV) hard X-ray spectra with the same powerlaw model to isolate the intrinsic X-ray emission from the corona. This analysis is only feasible for the 2013 Swift observation, since there is no photon in the hard X-ray spectrum of the 2014 Swift observation, and the hard X-ray spectrum

Figure 2. Light curves of the (a) 0.5–2 keV flux, (b) rest-frame 2500 Å flux density, and (c) Δα_{OX} for SDSS J0751 + 2914. The error bars show the 1σ statistical uncertainties. The vertical gray dashed lines mark the dates of the simultaneous X-ray and UV observations. In panel (c), the dashed black line (Δα_{OX} = -0.384) shows a ≈ 2.3σ deviation from α_{OX,exp}, corresponding to an X-ray weakness factor of f_{weak} = 10.

of the 2015 XMM-Newton observation is dominated by the ≈ 42 background photons (leaving ≈ 8 net source photons). Due to the limited signal-to-noise ratio of the 2013 Swift hard X-ray spectrum, its power-law photon index (Γ_h in Table 3) derived from the fitting has considerable uncertainties. Considering the large uncertainties, the Γ_h value is consistent with the Γ_s value of the entire 0.3–10 keV spectrum, and the restframe 2 keV flux density derived from the 1.8–10 keV spectral fitting is also consistent with that derived from the 0.3–10 keV spectral fitting. Since the spectra appear to be dominated by soft-band counts, we also fit the same single power-law model to the 0.3–1.8 keV spectra of the 2013 Swift and 2015 XMM-Newton observations. The fitting revealed two steep power laws of Γ ≈ 3, consistent with the 0.3–10 keV spectral fitting results. In the discussion below, we thus adopt the 2 keV flux densities and 0.5–2 keV fluxes derived from the 0.3–10 keV spectral fitting.

Figure 3. The 0.3–2 keV background-subtracted light curve for the 2015 XMM-Newton observation. The bin size is 1 ks, corresponding to ∼ 892 s in the rest frame.

Figure 4. X-ray-to-optical power-law slope (α_{OX}) vs. 2500 Å monochromatic luminosity. The three open circles represent the measurements from the three X-ray observations for SDSS J0751 + 2914. The small black dots and downward arrows (upper limits) show the typical AGNs in the sample of Steffen et al. (2006), and the solid red line shows the best-fit α_{OX}–L_{2500 Å} relation. The dashed black line (Δα_{OX} = -0.384) shows a ≈ 2.3σ deviation from the expected α_{OX}–L_{2500 Å} relation, corresponding to an X-ray weakness factor of f_{weak} = 10.

3.2. X-ray Variability

Figure 2(a) depicts the long-term variability of the 0.5–2 keV flux for SDSS J0751 + 2914. With the flux dropping by a factor of 21.6 ± 2.4 (factors of 2.8 ± 0.5 and 7.7 ± 1.5 successively from 2013 to 2014 and 2014 to 2015), SDSS J0751 + 2914 has gradually fallen into a low X-ray flux state. In addition, we examined the short-term X-ray variability of SDSS J0751 + 2914 within the 2013 normal-flux state and 2015 low-flux state. Figure 3 shows the 0.3–2 keV light curve with time bins of 1 ks for the 2015 XMM-Newton observation. The average count rate in this observation is 0.046 Cts s^{-1}, with a root-mean-square (rms) variability of 0.011 Cts s^{-1} and a fractional rms variability amplitude (e.g., Equation 10 of Vaughan et al. 2003) of 8%. For the 2013 Swift observation, we extracted a 0.3–2 keV light curve with time bins of 500 s. The measured average count rate is 0.055 Cts s^{-1}, with a rms variability of 0.020 Cts s^{-1} and a

Figure 5. SDSS and Lijiang spectra for SDSS J0751 + 2914. The 2013 and 2014 Lijiang spectra (green and purple) are quasi-simultaneous with the two Swift observations, and the 2015 Lijiang spectrum (blue) is simultaneous with the XMM-Newton observation. The emission lines in the SDSS spectrum appear sharper due to the higher spectral resolution of the SDSS observation.

fractional rms variability amplitude of 32%.

With the simultaneous X-ray and UV observations, we can compute reliably the X-ray-to-optical power-law slope (α_{OX}) of SDSS J0751 + 2914. We first measured a UV/optical spectral slope using the data of the 2015 XMM-Newton OM observation, which is the only observation having multiple filters (see Table 1). Fitting a single power-law model to the U, UVW1, and UVM2 data points revealed a spectral slope of α_ν = -0.57. This slope is consistent with those of typical NLS1s (e.g., Grupe et al. 2010). We then determined the 2500 Å flux density of the 2015 XMM-Newton observation from the best-fit model of the OM data. For each of the seven Swift UVOT observations, only one UV filter was used. The 2500 Å flux densities were extrapolated from the flux densities of the available filters, adopting the same power-law slope of α_ν = -0.57. If we adopt a spectral slope of α_ν = -0.44 in the extrapolation which is the average value for typical quasars (e.g., Vanden Berk et al. 2001), the resulting α_{OX} values would only change slightly (by less than 0.01) and our following analyses and discussions would not be affected. After obtaining the α_{OX} values (see Table 2), we calculated the difference (Δα_{OX}) between the observed α_{OX} and that (α_{OX,exp}) expected from the α_{OX}–L_{2500 Å} relation, which indicates the level of X-ray weakness. These X-ray and UV/optical properties of SDSS J0751 + 2914 are listed in Table 2.

Figure 4 shows the α_{OX} versus L_{2500 Å} values of the three X-ray observations for SDSS J0751 + 2914. Typical AGNs in the sample of Steffen et al. (2006) are also presented for comparison. The 2013 Swift data point of SDSS J0751 + 2914 is close to the red line that represents the α_{OX}–L_{2500 Å} relation in Steffen et al. (2006), indicating a normal X-ray emission level at this time. However, the quasar became extremely X-ray weak in the 2015 XMM-Newton observation with Δα_{OX} = -0.60 ± 0.03 ( f_{weak} = 36.2^{+6.0}_{-5.3}), corresponding to a 3.6σ deviation from the α_{OX}–L_{2500 Å} relation (see Table 5 of Steffen et al. 2006). The Δα_{OX} variability is also shown in Figure 2(c); the decreasing of the Δα_{OX} value from 2013 to 2015 is coordinated with the drop of the X-ray flux.

3.3. UV Variability

Figure 6. Light curves of the 5100 Å continuum flux density and Hβ emission-line flux (in units of 10^{-16} erg cm^{-2} s^{-1} Å^{-1} and 10^{-14} erg cm^{-2} s^{-1}, respectively) from the Lijiang monitoring observations. The data points were collected from Du et al. (2015, 2018), and the stars were measured from the 2015 May 4 Lijiang spectrum, which was observed simultaneously with the 2015 XMM-Newton observation. The 2013 Swift observation was observed 170 days before the first Lijiang observation in 2013 (the first blue data point of the first segment), and the 2014 Swift observation was observed 110 days after the last Lijiang observation in 2014 (the last blue data point of the first segment).

Presented in Figure 2(b) is the light curve of the 2500 Å flux density derived from the UVOT and OM photometric data. The gray dashed lines indicate the dates of the simultaneous X-ray and UV observations. Combined with the results reported in Table 2, we find that the UV flux density has a much smaller variability amplitude compared to the 2 keV flux density. The 2500 Å flux density varied by just a factor of 1.3 between the high X-ray flux state and the low X-ray flux state. Such little variation of the UV flux suggests that the physical mechanism leading to the strong X-ray variability largely does not affect the UV emission.

We have no UV spectrum of SDSS J0751 + 2914 to identify whether it is a BAL quasar, in which case it may be affected by absorption associated with outflows (e.g., Murray et al. 1995; Matthews et al. 2016). BAL quasars with extreme X-ray variability often show significant UV/optical continuum and BAL variability coordinated with the X-ray variability (e.g., Gallagher et al. 2004; Saez et al. 2012; Kaastra et al. 2014; Mehdipour et al. 2017). SDSS J0751 + 2914 lacks significant UV/optical variability coordinated with its X-ray variability. It is thus probably not a BAL quasar with strong X-ray variability. A UV spectroscopic observation of SDSS J0751 + 2914 is required to confirm this notion.

3.4. Optical Spectrum and Light Curves

Three Lijiang spectra in the rest-frame 4200–5200 Å range are shown in Figure 5, which also includes the SDSS spectrum observed on 2002 December 28. The continuum and emission lines did not vary significantly in general with a ∼ 10% percent variability amplitude among the four observations. The emission-line profiles in the SDSS spectrum appear relatively sharp because of the better spectral resolution of the SDSS observation.

Figure 6 shows the light curves of the 5100 Å continuum flux density (F_{5100 Å}) and the Hβ emission-line flux (F_{Hβ}) during the 2013–2014 and 2016–2017 RM monitoring periods (Du et al. 2015, 2018). We also added a data point measured from the 2015 May 4 Lijiang spectrum following the approach in Du et al. (2014). During 2013–2015, the F_{5100 Å} and F_{Hβ} values of SDSS J0751 + 2914 have maximum variability amplitudes of ∼ 30%, which are only mild compared to its extreme X-ray variability. This indicates that the accretion rate of SDSS J0751 + 2914 did not change significantly during this period and the extreme X-ray variability should be driven by some other mechanisms. The F_{5100 Å} and F_{Hβ} values in the 2016–2017 period have increased in general compared to those in the 2013–2015 period, and the maximum variability amplitudes of the two parameters are ∼ 70% among all the RM observations. This variability is more significant than that of the other SEAMBHs which generally have maximum variability amplitudes of ∼ 20–30% (see Du et al. 2014, 2015, 2016, 2018). The X-ray observations of SDSS J0751 + 2914 were performed in 2013–2015, and there is no coordinated optical continuum and emission-line variability with the X-ray variability of SDSS J0751 + 2914 during this period.

We also investigated the V -band light curve of SDSS J0751 + 2914 obtained from the Catalina Real-Time Transient Survey (CRTS; Drake et al. 2009). The monitoring period is between 2005 April and 2013 September. During this period, the V -band magnitude of SDSS J0751 + 2914 varied between 15.89–16.27 (a 42% maximum variability amplitude in flux), with a mean value of 16.06.

3.5. Mutiwavelength Spectral Energy Distribution

We gathered infrared (IR)-to-UV photometric data to construct the rest-frame spectral energy distribution (SED) for SDSS J0751 + 2914, which is shown in Figure 7. The data were collected from the public catalogs of the Wide-field Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE; Wright et al. 2010), Two Micron All Sky Survey (2MASS; Skrutskie et al. 2006), SDSS, and Galaxy Evolution Explorer (GALEX; Martin et al. 2005). We added the UVOT and OM photometric data, and the corresponding 2 keV and 10 keV luminosities to the SED. Also, the 5100 Å monochromatic luminosities calculated from the three Lijiang spectra in Figure 5 were added. We caution that most of these photometric data are not contemporaneous. All the SED data were corrected for the Galactic extinction at the source position. The mean SED of typical SDSS quasars with luminosities of log(νL_ν |_{λ=2500 Å}/erg s^{-1}) ≤ 45.41 in Krawczyk et al. (2013), scaled to the mean 5100 Å luminosity of SDSS J0751 + 2914, is shown in Figure 7 for comparison. We note that the IR-to-UV SED of SDSS J0751+2914 is consistent with those of typical quasars, except for the GALEX FUV data (shown as the brown point in Figure 7) at rest-frame 1364.2 Å (log ν_{rest} = 15.34), which lies below the mean SED. The date of this GALEX observation is 2006 December 29, which is prior to the three X-ray observations and the RM observations, and thus we cannot determine whether this particular feature is related to the extreme X-ray variability. A far UV spectrum is required to examine if there is any UV absorption. The X-ray data points indicate the soft X-ray spectral shapes, which have not changed significantly between the three X-ray observations. In spite of the extreme X-ray flux variability, the optical-to-UV SED did not change significantly.

We estimated the bolometric luminosity of SDSS J0751 + 2914 by integrating the scaled SED template of Krawczyk et al. (2013) shown in Figure 7. Most of the IR radiation (∼ 1–30 μm) is produced in the large-scale "dust torus" beyond the accretion disk. It is considered to be the reprocessed emission and should not be included in the computation of the bolometric luminosity (e.g., Krawczyk et al. 2013, and references therethin). However, super-Eddington accreting quasars are expected to produce much stronger extreme UV radiation than typical quasars (e.g., Wang et al. 2014a; Castelló-Mor et al. 2016), but this portion of the SED is not observable, and it is not represented by the Krawczyk et al. (2013) mean quasar SED. Thus we included the IR SED in the integration to compensate somewhat for the uncertain extreme UV emission. The resulting bolometric luminosity is 1.66 × 10^{45} erg s^{-1} (1.03 × 10^{45} erg s^{-1} if not including the 1–30 μm SED). We note that the X-ray spectrum in the SED template was included in the integration of the bolometric luminosity. Since the 2–10 keV template luminosity contributes only a small fraction (≈ 2%) of the bolometric luminosity, the result would only change slightly if we adopt the 2–10 keV luminosities determined from the observational data. We also caution that the observed X-ray luminosities likely do not represent the intrinsic X-ray luminosity (see Section 4.3).

We also estimated the bolometric luminosity using the bolometric correction from the 3 μm monochromatic luminosity (Gallagher et al. 2007), which was derived from the WISE photometric data. The resulting bolometric luminosity is 1.61 × 10^{45} erg s^{-1}, consistent with the integrated luminosity of the 30 μm–10 keV SED. Given that the BH mass of SDSS J0751 + 2914 is 1.6 × 10^7 M_⊙, we obtained an Eddington ratio of 0.7. This high Eddington ratio suggests that SDSS J0751 + 2914 is indeed accreting at a high accretion rate. We caution that the BH mass and subsequently the Eddington ratio may have substantial uncertainties (see Sec-

Figure 7. Rest-frame IR-to-X-ray SED for SDSS J0751 + 2914. The IR-to-UV photometric data points were gathered from the WISE, 2MASS, SDSS, and GALEX catalogs. The UVOT and OM photometric data and the 5100 Å monochromatic luminosities are shown as open circles. The 2 keV and 10 keV monochromatic luminosities from the two Swift and one XMM-Newton observations are shown as points with different colors (green, purple, and blue). Data points from simultaneous or quasi-simultaneous X-ray and UV/optical observations are represented with the same color (green, purple, or blue). The dashed line shows the mean quasar SED of low-luminosity SDSS quasars (Krawczyk et al. 2013), which is scaled to the mean 5100 Å luminosity of SDSS J0751 + 2914.

tion 1).

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. Extremely X-ray Variable AGNs

SDSS J0751 + 2914 is another NL type 1 quasar with extreme X-ray variability. It varied in X-rays by a factor of 21.6 on a timescale of three years. In the same period there was no coordinated UV/optical continuum or emission-line variability, indicating that the accretion rate of SDSS J0751 + 2914 is almost constant and there are some other factors instead of a change of accretion rate driving the extreme X-ray variability. These features are similar to the other three extremely X-ray variable NL type 1 quasars reported, PG 0844 + 349 (e.g., Gallo et al. 2011), PG 1211 + 143 (e.g., Bachev et al. 2009), and PHL 1092 (e.g., Miniutti et al. 2012). Thus SDSS J0751+2914 is a new member of the extremely X-ray variable quasar population. The basic characteristics of these four extremely X-ray variable quasars are listed in Table 4.

Table 4 also lists a few representative extremely X-ray variable NLS1s (with L_{5100 Å} < 10^{44} erg s^{-1}) selected from the literature. We note that the BH-mass estimates and the computed bolometric luminosities have large uncertainties. Thus there are substantial uncertainties on the derived Ṁ and λ_{Edd} values (see Section 1). In general, these extremely X-ray variable AGNs have high accretion rates. According to the criterion of Ṁ > 3 used for identifying SEAMBH candidates (Du et al. 2014, 2015), all of these extremely X-ray variable AGNs (except IRAS 13224 - 3809) can be considered as SEAMBH candidates. This result implies a connection between extreme X-ray variability and high accretion rates in AGNs.

The steep X-ray spectral shapes of SDSS J0751 + 2914, whether in the high or low X-ray flux state, are similar to those of PHL 1092 (Miniutti et al. 2009, 2012). Considering the large uncertainties, the spectral shape (Γ_s in Table 3) of SDSS J0751 + 2914 did not change significantly. However, a flattening of the hard (> 2 keV) X-ray spectral shape from the normal to low state is often observed in other extremely X-ray variable AGNs (PG 0844 + 349: Gallo et al. 2011; PG 1211 + 143: Bachev et al. 2009; Mrk 335: Grupe et al. 2012; Gallo et al. 2015; 1H 0707 - 495: Fabian et al. 2012; IRAS 13224 - 3809: Jiang et al. 2018). Their low-state X-ray spectra show substantial curvature in the ≈ 2–6 keV band, which is generally interpreted as blurred reflection arising within a few gravitational radii of the BH or partial covering absorption (see discussion in Section 4.3 below). For SDSS J0751 + 2914 and PHL 1092 that are at relatively high redshifts and have relatively low X-ray fluxes, the current observations are probably not sufficiently sensitive to detect this hard X-ray component. Their low-state spectra are likely dominated by the soft X-ray excess component (see Figure 6 of Miniutti et al. 2012 and Figure 1), and there is no apparent curvature nor hardening emerging in their ≈ 2–10 keV spectra. Hard X-ray observations with NuSTAR (Harrison et al. 2010) and Suzaku (Mitsuda et al. 2007) of some extremely X-ray variable AGNs suggest that their > 10 keV X-ray fluxes and spectral shapes are less variable (e.g., Gallo et al. 2015; Kara et al. 2015; Jiang et al. 2018). An additional spectral curvature at higher energies (≈ 20–30 keV) is also usually observed in different flux states, and it is interpreted as the Compton-reflection hump. A hard X-ray observation with NuSTAR or a deep XMM-Newton or Chandra observation on SDSS J0751+2914 in its low X-ray flux state is required to investigate whether it possesses a hard/flat X-ray spectrum similar to the other extremely X-ray variable AGNs.

4.2. Occurrence Rate of Extreme X-ray Variability among AGNs with High Accretion Rates

Inspired by the possible connection between extreme X-ray variability and high accretion rates, we investigated the occurrence of extremely variable X-ray sources among AGNs with high accretion rates (λ_{Edd} ≳ 0.1). We first target NLS1s that generally have high accretion rates. In the soft X-ray selected Seyfert sample of Grupe et al. (2010), there are 49 broad line Seyfert 1 galaxies (BLS1s) and 43 NLS1s (19 of the 43 can be considered as quasars, with 5100 Å luminosities exceeding 10^{44} erg s^{-1}). All the NLS1s in this sample are high accretion rate AGNs with λ_{Edd} ≳ 0.1 (Grupe et al. 2010). Only three NLS1s (RX J2217.9 - 5941: Grupe et al. 2004a; Mrk 335: Grupe et al. 2007; PG 1211 + 034: Bachev et al. 2009) have been found to vary in X-rays by factors of more than 10 between multiple Swift observations. There is no BLS1 in this sample found to show extreme X-ray variability.

The fraction of extremely X-ray variable AGNs (P_{var}) among NLS1s should be larger than 3/43 (7%), as some of them were probably not identified due to the limited number of observations available. This fraction P_{var} also represents the probability of a NLS1 being extremely X-ray variable. We estimated P_{var} using the observations and Δα_{OX} values of the NLS1 sample presented in Grupe et al. (2010). We computed the likelihood (L) of observing three extremely X-ray variable objects among the 43 NLS1s as a function of P_{var}, which can be expressed as

L ∝ P^3_{var} × 40∏ i=1 [P_{var}(1 - D)^{nobs,i} + (1 - P_{var})] , (1)

where n_{obs,i} is the total number of observations for each object (with a range of 1–9 from Grupe et al. 2010), and D is the duty

Figure 8. Likelihood of observing three extremely X-ray variable AGNs in the NLS1 sample of Grupe et al. (2010) as a function of the occurrence rate of extremely X-ray variable AGNs among NLS1s. The green (blue) curve corresponds to a 30% (60%) duty cycle of the extremely X-ray weak state adopted in the computation.

cycle of the extremely X-ray weak state (Δα_{OX} < -0.384). The first term of Equation (1) corresponds to the likelihood of observing three objects being extremely X-ray variable. The second term corresponds to the likelihood of observing 40 objects being X-ray normal in all n_{obs,i} observations (either being extremely X-ray variable but not observed in the X-ray weak state or being non-variable). With the published data, we estimated the duty cycles of the extremely X-ray weak state of two extremely X-ray variable AGNs, PHL 1092 and Mrk 335 (Grupe et al. 2012; Miniutti et al. 2012). Mrk 335 was in the extremely X-ray weak state in about 30% of the about fouryear long continuous monitoring observations with a total exposure time of ≈ 301 ks (see Grupe et al. 2012). PHL 1092 was in the extremely X-ray weak state in about 60% of the observations (see Miniutti et al. 2012)^{16}. We thus adopted a 30–60% range for the duty cycle of the extremely X-ray weak state for every extremely X-ray variable AGN.

The distributions of L as a function of P_{var} are shown as the green (for a duty cycle of 30%) and blue (for a duty cycle of 60%) curves in Figure 8, which show two peaks at P_{var} ≈ 11% and 8%, respectively, indicating that the most probable P_{var} value is 11^{+9}_{-3}% (8^{+7}_{-2}%) when the duty cycle of the extremely X-ray weak state is 30% (60%); the 1σ uncertainties on the P_{var} values were derived from the L distributions. Thus the fraction of extremely variable X-ray sources among NLS1s is estimated to be ≈ (8–11)%. The above estimate of P_{var} depends on the uncertain estimate of the duty cycle (D) of the extremely X-ray weak state, but the dependence is not very strong. For example, in the extreme cases of D = 10% and D = 100%, which are unlikely given the current observations of the limited sample, the corresponding P_{var} values are 24% and 7%, respectively. Thus, likely only a small fraction of NLS1s are extremely X-ray variable.

Subsequently, we investigated the fraction of extremely variable X-ray sources among the SEAMBHs in the RM campaign conducted by Du et al. (2014, 2015, 2018), which is the parent sample including SDSS J0751 + 2914. There are 24 SEAMBHs in this RM campaign, of which 20 have archival

16 This fraction is an overestimate of the duty cycle of the extreme X-ray weak state for PHL 1092, as some X-ray observations of PHL 1092 were follow-up observations triggered by its X-ray weak state.

X-ray observations. One object, Mrk 486 (PG 1535+547), is an X-ray weak quasar that shows extreme X-ray spectral variability (e.g., Schartel et al. 2005; Ballo et al. 2008). It was classified as a mini-BAL quasar (Brandt et al. 2000; Sulentic et al. 2006), so that its extreme X-ray behavior is likely related to the outflowing wind (e.g., Giustini 2016). We thus excluded it from this SEAMBH sample. Four objects (Mrk 335, Mrk 142, Mrk 493, and Mrk 1044) of the remaining 19 objects are also in the NLS1 sample of Grupe et al. (2010) discussed above, and we adopted their X-ray analysis results. Only Mrk 335 among these four objects has been found to show extreme variability in X-rays. We then derived the X-ray properties of the other 15 AGNs (including 14 quasars and one NLS1). The details of the data analysis will be presented in H. Liu et al (in preparation). Among these 15 AGNs, three objects (SDSS J0751 + 2914, Mrk 382, and IRASF 12397+3333) have three, five, and three observations, respectively, and the other 12 objects have been observed only once. SDSS J0751 + 2914 is the only object among these 15 SEAMBHs found to show extreme X-ray variability. The other two objects with multiple observations show little X-ray variability, and we adopted their mean α_{OX} values. Figure 9 shows the α_{OX} versus L_{2500 Å} distribution for the 15 objects. Thus two objects (Mrk 335 and SDSS J0751 + 2914) in the sample of 19 SEAMBHs have ever shown extreme X-ray variability. Based on a process similar to that described above, we estimated that the most probable P_{var} value is 24^{+24}_{-8} % (15^{+16}_{-5} %) when the duty cycle of the extremely X-ray weak state is 30% (60%). Thus the fraction of extremely variable X-ray sources among SEAMBHs is ≈ (15–24)%. We note that this fraction is not very consistent with the fraction (8–11%) for the NLS1 sample above, probably due to the different selection criteria of the SEAMBH and NLS1 samples which did not yield consistent populations of AGNs with high accretion rate. In the extreme cases of D = 10% and D = 100%, the corresponding P_{var} values for the SEAMBH sample are 58% and 11%, respectively.

We investigated if extremely X-ray variable AGNs also are outliers in terms of other physical properties. We first compared the dimensionless accretion rates of the two extremely variable AGNs discovered (Mrk 335 and SDSS J0751 + 2914) to those of other AGNs in the SEAMBH sample. The log Ṁ values of these SEAMBHs span a range of 0.55–2.98 (see Du et al. 2014, 2015, 2016, 2018). Mrk 335 and SDSS J0751 + 2914 both have moderate dimensionless accretion rates (log Ṁ = 1.28 and 1.45) among all the SEAMBHs. They do not have extreme BH masses, Hβ FWHMs, or optical luminosities either. However, we caution that the estimated BH masses and accretion rates may have large uncertainties (see Section 1). These results and the ≈ (15–24)% occurrence rate of extreme X-ray variability among SEAMBHs suggest that, although the high accretion rate may be a key factor for the extreme X-ray variability in AGNs, there should be some factor, other than the BH mass, Hβ FWHM, or optical luminosity, that also influences the X-ray variability.

4.3. Possible Scenarios for Extreme X-ray Variability

The extreme X-ray variability of SDSS J0751 + 2914 and other similar AGNs is unlikely the intrinsic variability of typical AGNs which rarely exceeds a variability factor of 200% (see Section 1). There are probably physical causes for the observed extreme phenomenon. Here we discuss two popular scenarios, the reflection and partial covering absorption

Figure 9. X-ray-to-optical power-law slope (α_{OX}) vs. 2500 Å monochromatic luminosity, similar to Figure 4. SDSS J0751 + 2914 is shown as the blue dots. The purple dots show the other 15 SEAMBHs in Du et al. (2014, 2015, 2016, 2018), of which we analyzed the X-ray data.

models, frequently adopted to explain the extreme X-ray variability of AGNs.

The reflection model proposed by Ross & Fabian (2005) has been applied to explain the X-ray properties of many extremely variable NLS1s (e.g., 1H 0707–495: Fabian et al. 2004, 2012; Mrk 335: Grupe et al. 2007, 2008; Gallo et al. 2015; NGC 4051: Ponti et al. 2006; IRAS 13224 - 3809: Ponti et al. 2010; Jiang et al. 2018) and luminous quasars (e.g., PG 0844 + 349: Gallo et al. 2011; PHL 1092: Miniutti et al. 2012). It proposes that in addition to the continuum emission observed directly, part of the primary X-ray emission from the corona is reflected to the line of sight by the accretion disk. The observed X-ray variability is the result of changes in the height of the corona (simplified as a point source above the BH in the "lamppost" geometry; e.g., Fabian & Vaughan 2003; Miniutti et al. 2003). As the X-ray point source approaches the BH, the gravitational light bending gets stronger and it reduces the number of X-ray photons reaching the observer (Miniutti & Fabian 2004). More primary X-ray power-law photons are reflected by the inner disk, so that the ratio of the reflection flux to the observed power-law continuum flux is larger. In the low state, the < 10 keV spectrum is dominated by a soft-excess component and a broad Fe Kα emission line at ∼ 6–7 keV, with a flat spectral shape and curvature emerging in the ≈ 2–6 keV band. The observed X-ray and multiwavelength properties of SDSS J0751 + 2914 are generally consistent with this scenario, although the low-state spectrum is likely dominated by the soft excess component and we did not observe the broad Fe Kα emission due to the limited photon counts.

Although the reflection model usually describes well the spectra of extremely variable AGNs, one main caveat is that the disk thickness is assumed to be very small and negligible compared to the height of the corona. However, the vertical structure of the accretion disk should not be neglected for AGNs with λ_{Edd} ≳ 0.1, at which the accretion flow may become advection dominated in the radial direction, and the inner disk becomes geometrically thick (e.g., Abramowicz et al. 1980, 1988; Wang & Netzer 2003; Ohsuga & Mineshige 2011; Wang et al. 2014a; Jiang et al. 2016, 2017). Such a thick disk may produce a reflected spectrum different from that from a thin disk, and it is also likely to obscure the X-rays from the corona when the inclination angle is large (e.g., Luo et al. 2015; Ni et al. 2018; Taylor & Reynolds 2018; and references therein). Therefore, for extremely X-ray variable AGNs that typically have high accretion rates (λ_{Edd} ≳ 0.1), the geometry of the accretion disk probably needs to be considered in the modeling of the X-ray variability.

The partial covering absorption scenario (e.g., Tanaka et al. 2004; Turner et al. 2009; Miniutti et al. 2012) depicts that the observed X-ray variability is attributed to the variation of the covering factor, ionization, and column density of the absorber. Under this scenario, the unabsorbed part of the primary X-ray emission dominates the ≲ 2 keV soft X-rays, and the absorbed component dominates the hard X-rays. This model can also explain the X-ray variability of SDSS J0751 + 2914. The origin and physics of the partial covering absorption material are not well understood. Since there is no coordinated UV/optical variability in general, the partial covering absorber must be located within the BLR and close to the BH, otherwise it may absorb UV/optical photons.

4.4. Partial Covering Absorption by A Thick Disk/Outflow

Since the extreme X-ray variability of AGNs appears to be associated with high accretion rates (Section 4.1), we consider that a geometrically thick accretion disk and its associated dense outflow may serve as the partial covering absorber for blocking the central X-ray emission. For AGNs with high accretion rates, the inner accretion disk is expected to be geometrically thick, and such an accretion disk is likely to produce a strong outflowing wind (e.g., Ohsuga & Mineshige 2011; Takeuchi et al. 2014; Jiang et al. 2016, 2017). The thick disk and its associated outflow can absorb partially the X-ray emission when the inclination angle is large (see Figure 18 in Luo et al. 2015 and Figure 1 in Ni et al. 2018). As the height/size of the corona changes like in the reflection scenario, the covering factor of the thick disk/outflow with respect to the X-ray corona changes accordingly, resulting in the observed X-ray variability. The thick disk/outflow does not affect the observed UV/optical continuum or emission lines. This model can explain the X-ray and multiwavelength properties of SDSS J0751 + 2914 and other AGNs with extreme X-ray variability. It also naturally explains the small occurrence rate of extremely X-ray variable AGNs with high accretion rates, as only AGNs with a line of sight close to the edge of the thick disk/outflow may experience variable partial covering X-ray absorption when the corona height/size changes. We note that if the absorber is the outflow associated with the inner disk, it must be relatively compact and cling to the disk; otherwise, the fraction of extremely X-ray variable AGNs would be much larger.

4.4.1. Connections to Weak Emission-Line Quasars

Our proposed scenario above shares the same basic nature as that for weak emission-line quasars (WLQs) in Luo et al. (2015), and WLQs are generally considered to have high accretion rates (e.g., Luo et al. 2015; Ni et al. 2018; Marlar et al. 2018). Therefore, WLQs and high accretion-rate AGNs with extreme X-ray variability are probably connected. As proposed by Luo et al. (2015), the inner puffed-up disk in a rapidly accreting WLQ could block the nuclear ionizing emission from reaching the the BLR, which results in the observed weak high-ionization UV emission lines (e.g., C IV). We investigated the UV emission lines of the extremely X-ray variable NLS1s and quasars listed in Table 4. PHL 1092 exhibits a weak, blueshifted, and asymmetric C IV emission line similar to those in WLQs (e.g., Miniutti et al. 2012). Two NLS1s, IRAS 13224 - 3809 and 1H 0707 - 495, also show weak C IV emission lines with equivalent widths (EW) less than 15 Å (Leighly & Moore 2004), satisfying the C IV EW criterion for WLQs (Ni et al. 2018). The other three objects (PG 1211 + 143, PG 0844 + 349, and Mrk 335) do not show weak C IV lines (e.g., Baskin & Laor 2005; Wu et al. 2009; Tang et al. 2012). As the emission-line strength is influenced by many factors, including anisotropic continuum and line emission, gas metallicity, and BLR geometry (e.g., Luo et al. 2015, and references therein), it is probably not surprising to observe typical C IV line strengths in a significant fraction of high accretion rate AGNs with thick inner accretion disks. A UV spectrum is needed to check if SDSS J0751 + 2914 has a weak C IV emission line similar to those of PHL 1092 and WLQs.

Considering that WLQs and AGNs with extreme X-ray variability likely share the same nature, we expect that some WLQs with large inclination angles would also vary extremely in X-rays. Specifically, all the WLQs that were observed to be extremely X-ray weak could be extremely X-ray variable. Unfortunately, most of the extremely X-ray weak WLQs have only been observed once and we cannot assess their variability. Moreover, if the variability timescale scales with the BH mass, it would take a much longer time to detect X-ray variability in WLQs with BH masses that are typically one order of magnitude larger than those of the extremely X-ray variable quasars listed in Table 4. Among the 32 WLQs in the representative sample of Ni et al. (2018), there are two extremely X-ray weak ( f_{weak} > 10, Δα_{OX} < -0.384) WLQs plus 10 X-ray undetected WLQs that could also be extremely X-ray weak. The fraction (2/32–12/32) is in general consistent with the fraction of extremely X-ray variable AGNs among high accretion rate AGNs, supporting a common origin for these extreme phenomena.

5. SUMMARY AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper, we report the discovery of extreme X-ray variability in a type 1 quasar: SDSS J0751 + 2914. It is powered by a super-Eddington accreting BH with a mass of ∼ 1.6 × 10^7 M_⊙. Based on archival observations, we have constrained its X-ray and UV/optical properties in different epochs. SDSS J0751 + 2914 shows extreme X-ray variability by a factor of larger than 10, and it lacks significant UV/optical variability coordinated with its X-ray variability. We also investigated other extremely X-ray variable AGNs with similar properties in the literature. Our main results are as follows:

1. In general, a single power-law model modified by Galactic absorption describes well the 0.3–10 keV spectra of the three X-ray observations. The spectral fitting yielded three steep power-law photon indices, Γ_s = 2.89^{+0.14}_{-0.13}, 3.07^{+0.37}_{-0.37}, and 3.06^{+0.18}_{-0.17}, for the high, intermediate, and low X-ray flux states, respectively. See Section 3.1.

2. Between 2013 May 27 and 2015 May 4 the observed 0.5–2 keV flux of SDSS J0751 + 2914 dropped by a factor of 21.6 ± 2.4. Since its UV flux shows little change in this period, it became extremely X-ray weak in 2015 May with a steep X-ray-to-optical power-law slope (α_{OX}) of -1.97, corresponding to an X-ray weakness factor of 36.2 at rest-frame 2 keV. See Sections 3.2 and 3.3.

3. The optical continuum and emission lines of SDSS J0751+2914 show little change between the high and low X-ray flux states, which indicates an almost constant accretion rate. See Section 3.4.

4. Most of the extremely X-ray variable AGNs reported in the literature are NLS1s and NL type 1 quasars that have high accretion rates. But only a small fraction of such objects are extremely X-ray variable by factors of more than 10. The fractions of extremely variable X-ray sources among NLS1s (Grupe et al. 2010) and SEAMBHs (Du et al. 2014, 2015, 2018) are estimated to be ≈ 8–11% and ≈ 15–24%, respectively. See Sections 4.1 and 4.2

5. We reviewed the reflection and partial covering absorption models, frequently applied to explain the extreme X-ray variability of NLS1s. Either model can explain the overall observational data for SDSS J0751 + 2914. We further propose that a thick accretion disk and its associated outflow can serve as the absorber in the partial covering absorption scenario. This model can explain the X-ray and multiwavelength properties of SDSS J0751 + 2914 and other AGNs with extreme X-ray variability. It also explains naturally the small fraction of extremely X-ray variable AGNs among AGNs with high accretion rates, as only AGNs with a line of sight close to the edge of the thick disk/outflow may experience variable partial covering X-ray absorption when the height/size of the corona changes. We also discuss the connections between extremely X-ray variable AGNs and WLQs. See Sections 4.3 and 4.4.

We tried to piece together a complete picture of the population of extremely X-ray variable AGNs by exploring the archival data and results for SDSS J0751 + 2914 and other NLS1s and NL type 1 quasars showing similar properties. However, previous observations and studies were mainly focused on individual objects, and there are a lot of uncertainties when we tried to understand the nature of these objects as a unified population. For example, the duty cycle of the extremely X-ray weak state and the occurrence rate of extreme X-ray variability among AGNs with high accretion rates that we estimated in the current paper have substantial uncertainties, which affect our interpretation of the physical nature. We consider several possible future efforts below that may help constrain better the properties of SDSS J0751 + 2914 and other similar AGNs, which would ultimately help us understand better the central engine of accreting BHs.

Multi-epoch monitoring observations with XMM-Newton or Chandra are required to obtain a longer term X-ray light curve of SDSS J0751 + 2914, for the purpose of constraining its duty cycle of the extremely X-ray weak state. Also, considering that its optical flux has significantly increased in the 2016–2017 RM monitoring period, it is of interest to investigate its current X-ray state. In addition, we estimate that a deeper XMM-Newton observation on SDSS J0751 + 2914 with ≈ 70 ks exposure time could reveal a flat/hard > 2 keV X-ray spectrum similar to the other extremely X-ray variable AGNs (see Section 4.1), if it is still in the extremely X-ray weak ( f_{weak} ∼ 36) state. A NuSTAR observation is also required to examine if there is a hump in the ≈ 20–30 keV spectrum (see Section 4.1).

We proposed a connection between extremely X-ray variable AGNs and WLQs. A UV spectrum of SDSS J0751+2914 will be able to determine whether it has any weak UV emission lines (e.g., C IV). Moreover, a UV spectroscopic survey of extremely X-ray variable AGNs (including exploring archival data) will allow us to examine such a connection systematically. A UV spectrum of SDSS J0751 + 2914 will also help us to rule out the possibility that it is a BAL quasar.

We investigated the X-ray variability of the NLS1s in Grupe et al. (2010), and we adopted their X-ray analysis results to estimate the occurrence rate of extreme X-ray variable NLS1s. New archival observations have become available for some of these NLS1s since Grupe et al. (2010). These data will help to constrain the fraction of extremely X-ray variable AGNs with greater certainty. In addition, a systematic multiepoch X-ray survey on the SEAMBHs is required to discover more extremely variable X-ray sources and constrain better the occurrence rate of extreme X-ray variability among this population.

We thank the referee for the helpful comments and suggestions. We thank Yanmei Chen, Qiusheng Gu, and Zhiyuan Li for helpful discussions. We acknowledge financial support from the National Natural Science Foundation of China grant 11673010 (H.L., B.L.), National Key R&D Program of China grant 2016YFA0400702 (H.L., B.L.), National Thousand Young Talents program of China (B.L.). W.N.B. acknowledges financial support from NASA ADP grant 80NSSC18K0878 and CXC grant GO6-17083X.

REFERENCES

Abramowicz, M. A., Calvani, M., & Nobili, L. 1980, ApJ, 242, 772 Abramowicz, M. A., Czerny, B., Lasota, J. P., & Szuszkiewicz, E. 1988, ApJ, 332, 646 Arnaud, K. A. 1996, in Astronomical Society of the Pacific Conference Series, Vol. 101, Astronomical Data Analysis Software and Systems V, ed. G. H. Jacoby & J. Barnes, 17 Bachev, R., Grupe, D., Boeva, S., et al. 2009, MNRAS, 399, 750 Ballo, L., Giustini, M., Schartel, N., et al. 2008, A&A, 483, 137 Baskin, A., & Laor, A. 2005, MNRAS, 356, 1029 Boller, T., Brandt, W. N., & Fink, H. 1996, A&A, 305, 53 Boller, T., Fabian, A. C., Sunyaev, R., et al. 2002, MNRAS, 329, L1 Brandt, W. N., Laor, A., & Wills, B. J. 2000, ApJ, 528, 637 Brandt, W. N., Mathur, S., & Elvis, M. 1997, MNRAS, 285, L25 Buisson, D. J. K., Lohfink, A. M., Alston, W. N., et al. 2018, MNRAS, 475, 2306 Burrows, D. N., Hill, J. E., Nousek, J. A., et al. 2005, Space Sci. Rev., 120, 165 Cardelli, J. A., Clayton, G. C., & Mathis, J. S. 1989, ApJ, 345, 245 Carnerero, M. I., Raiteri, C. M., Villata, M., et al. 2017, MNRAS, 472, 3789 Cash, W. 1979, ApJ, 228, 939 Castelló-Mor, N., Netzer, H., & Kaspi, S. 2016, MNRAS, 458, 1839 Castelló-Mor, N., Kaspi, S., Netzer, H., et al. 2017, MNRAS, 467, 1209 Chiaraluce, E., Vagnetti, F., Tombesi, F., & Paolillo, M. 2018, A&A, 619, A95 Danehkar, A., Nowak, M. A., Lee, J. C., et al. 2018, ApJ, 853, 165 Dasgupta, S., Rao, A. R., & Dewangan, G. C. 2004, ApJ, 614, 626 Done, C., & Jin, C. 2016, MNRAS, 460, 1716 Drake, A. J., Djorgovski, S. G., Mahabal, A., et al. 2009, ApJ, 696, 870 Du, P., Hu, C., Lu, K.-X., et al. 2014, ApJ, 782, 45 —. 2015, ApJ, 806, 22 Du, P., Lu, K.-X., Zhang, Z.-X., et al. 2016, ApJ, 825, 126 Du, P., Zhang, Z.-X., Wang, K., et al. 2018, ApJ, 856, 6 Fabian, A. C., Miniutti, G., Gallo, L., et al. 2004, MNRAS, 353, 1071 Fabian, A. C., & Vaughan, S. 2003, MNRAS, 340, L28

Fabian, A. C., Zoghbi, A., Ross, R. R., et al. 2009, Nature, 459, 540 Fabian, A. C., Zoghbi, A., Wilkins, D., et al. 2012, MNRAS, 419, 116 Fabian, A. C., Kara, E., Walton, D. J., et al. 2013, MNRAS, 429, 2917 Gallagher, S. C., Brandt, W. N., Laor, A., et al. 2001, ApJ, 546, 795 Gallagher, S. C., Brandt, W. N., Wills, B. J., et al. 2004, ApJ, 603, 425 Gallagher, S. C., Richards, G. T., Lacy, M., et al. 2007, ApJ, 661, 30 Gallo, L. C. 2006, MNRAS, 368, 479 —. 2018, ArXiv e-prints, arXiv:1807.09838 Gallo, L. C., Blue, D. M., Grupe, D., Komossa, S., & Wilkins, D. R. 2018, MNRAS, 478, 2557 Gallo, L. C., Grupe, D., Schartel, N., et al. 2011, MNRAS, 412, 161 Gallo, L. C., Wilkins, D. R., Bonson, K., et al. 2015, MNRAS, 446, 633 Gehrels, N., Chincarini, G., Giommi, P., et al. 2004, ApJ, 611, 1005 Gibson, R. R., & Brandt, W. N. 2012, ApJ, 746, 54 Giustini, M. 2016, Astronomische Nachrichten, 337, 459 Gliozzi, M., Papadakis, I. E., & Brinkmann, W. P. 2007, ApJ, 656, 691 Grupe, D., Komossa, S., & Gallo, L. C. 2007, ApJL, 668, L111 Grupe, D., Komossa, S., Gallo, L. C., et al. 2008, ApJ, 681, 982 —. 2012, ApJS, 199, 28 Grupe, D., Komossa, S., Leighly, K. M., & Page, K. L. 2010, ApJS, 187, 64 Grupe, D., Leighly, K. M., Burwitz, V., Predehl, P., & Mathur, S. 2004a, AJ, 128, 1524 Grupe, D., Thomas, H.-C., & Beuermann, K. 2001, A&A, 367, 470 Grupe, D., Wills, B. J., Leighly, K. M., & Meusinger, H. 2004b, AJ, 127, 156 Guainazzi, M., Nicastro, F., Fiore, F., et al. 1998, MNRAS, 301, L1 Haardt, F., & Maraschi, L. 1993, ApJ, 413, 507 Harrison, F. A., Boggs, S., Christensen, F., et al. 2010, in Proc. SPIE, Vol.

7732, Space Telescopes and Instrumentation 2010: Ultraviolet to Gamma Ray, 77320S Hill, J. E., Burrows, D. N., Nousek, J. A., et al. 2004, in Proc. SPIE, Vol.

5165, X-Ray and Gamma-Ray Instrumentation for Astronomy XIII, ed. K. A. Flanagan & O. H. W. Siegmund, 217–231 Jansen, F., Lumb, D., Altieri, B., et al. 2001, A&A, 365, L1 Jiang, J., Parker, M. L., Fabian, A. C., et al. 2018, MNRAS, 477, 3711 Jiang, L., Fan, X., Ivezić, Ž., et al. 2007, ApJ, 656, 680 Jiang, Y.-F., Davis, S. W., & Stone, J. M. 2016, ApJ, 827, 10 Jiang, Y.-F., Stone, J., & Davis, S. W. 2017, ArXiv e-prints,

arXiv:1709.02845 Just, D. W., Brandt, W. N., Shemmer, O., et al. 2007, ApJ, 665, 1004 Kaastra, J. S., Kriss, G. A., Cappi, M., et al. 2014, Science, 345, 64 Kalberla, P. M. W., Burton, W. B., Hartmann, D., et al. 2005, A&A, 440, 775 Kara, E., Fabian, A. C., Lohfink, A. M., et al. 2015, MNRAS, 449, 234 Komossa, S. 2018, ArXiv e-prints, arXiv:1807.03666 Krause, M., Burkert, A., & Schartmann, M. 2011, MNRAS, 411, 550 Krawczyk, C. M., Richards, G. T., Mehta, S. S., et al. 2013, ApJS, 206, 4 LaMassa, S. M., Cales, S., Moran, E. C., et al. 2015, ApJ, 800, 144 Leighly, K. M. 1999a, ApJS, 125, 297 —. 1999b, ApJS, 125, 317 Leighly, K. M., & Moore, J. R. 2004, ApJ, 611, 107 Li, Y.-R., Songsheng, Y.-Y., Qiu, J., et al. 2018, ApJ, 869, 137 Luo, B., Brandt, W. N., Hall, P. B., et al. 2015, ApJ, 805, 122 Lusso, E., Comastri, A., Vignali, C., et al. 2010, A&A, 512, A34 MacLeod, C. L., Ivezić, Ž., Kochanek, C. S., et al. 2010, ApJ, 721, 1014 Marconi, A., Axon, D. J., Maiolino, R., et al. 2008, ApJ, 678, 693 —. 2009, ApJL, 698, L103 Marlar, A., Shemmer, O., Anderson, S. F., et al. 2018, ApJ, 865, 92 Martin, D. C., Fanson, J., Schiminovich, D., et al. 2005, ApJL, 619, L1 Mason, K. O., Breeveld, A., Much, R., et al. 2001, A&A, 365, L36 Mateos, S., Barcons, X., Carrera, F. J., et al. 2007, A&A, 473, 105 Mathur, S., Denney, K. D., Gupta, A., et al. 2018, ApJ, 866, 123 Matthews, J. H., Knigge, C., Long, K. S., et al. 2016, MNRAS, 458, 293 Maughan, B. J., & Reiprich, T. H. 2018, ArXiv e-prints, arXiv:1811.05786 McHardy, I. M., Koerding, E., Knigge, C., Uttley, P., & Fender, R. P. 2006, Nature, 444, 730 Mehdipour, M., Kaastra, J. S., Kriss, G. A., et al. 2017, A&A, 607, A28 Middei, R., Vagnetti, F., Bianchi, S., et al. 2017, A&A, 599, A82 Miller, B. P., Brandt, W. N., Schneider, D. P., et al. 2011, ApJ, 726, 20 Miniutti, G., Brandt, W. N., Schneider, D. P., et al. 2012, MNRAS, 425, 1718 Miniutti, G., & Fabian, A. C. 2004, MNRAS, 349, 1435 Miniutti, G., Fabian, A. C., Brandt, W. N., Gallo, L. C., & Boller, T. 2009, MNRAS, 396, L85 Miniutti, G., Fabian, A. C., Goyder, R., & Lasenby, A. N. 2003, MNRAS, 344, L22 Mitsuda, K., Bautz, M., Inoue, H., et al. 2007, PASJ, 59, S1

Murray, N., Chiang, J., Grossman, S. A., & Voit, G. M. 1995, ApJ, 451, 498 Nandra, K. 2001, Advances in Space Research, 28, 295 Netzer, H., & Marziani, P. 2010, ApJ, 724, 318 Ni, Q., Brandt, W. N., Luo, B., et al. 2018, MNRAS, 480, 5184 Nikołajuk, M., Czerny, B., & Gurynowicz, P. 2009, MNRAS, 394, 2141 O’Donnell, J. E. 1994, ApJ, 422, 158 Ohsuga, K., & Mineshige, S. 2011, ApJ, 736, 2 Ojha, R., Zacharias, N., Hennessy, G. S., Gaume, R. A., & Johnston, K. J.

2009, AJ, 138, 845 Oknyansky, V. L., Winkler, H., Tsygankov, S. S., et al. 2019, MNRAS, 483, 558 Pancoast, A., Brewer, B. J., Treu, T., et al. 2014, MNRAS, 445, 3073 Paolillo, M., Schreier, E. J., Giacconi, R., Koekemoer, A. M., & Grogin, N. A. 2004, ApJ, 611, 93 Parker, M. L., Komossa, S., Kollatschny, W., et al. 2016, MNRAS, 461, 1927 Peterson, B. M. 2001, in Advanced Lectures on the Starburst-AGN, ed.

I. Aretxaga, D. Kunth, & R. Mújica, 3 Peterson, B. M., McHardy, I. M., Wilkes, B. J., et al. 2000, ApJ, 542, 161 Planck Collaboration, Aghanim, N., Akrami, Y., et al. 2018, ArXiv e-prints, arXiv:1807.06209 Ponti, G., Miniutti, G., Cappi, M., et al. 2006, MNRAS, 368, 903 Ponti, G., Gallo, L. C., Fabian, A. C., et al. 2010, MNRAS, 406, 2591 Porquet, D., Reeves, J. N., O’Brien, P., & Brinkmann, W. 2004, A&A, 422, 85 Robertson, D. R. S., Gallo, L. C., Zoghbi, A., & Fabian, A. C. 2015, MNRAS, 453, 3455 Roming, P. W. A., Kennedy, T. E., Mason, K. O., et al. 2005,

Space Sci. Rev., 120, 95 Ross, R. R., & Fabian, A. C. 2005, MNRAS, 358, 211 Saez, C., Brandt, W. N., Gallagher, S. C., Bauer, F. E., & Garmire, G. P.

2012, ApJ, 759, 42 Schartel, N., Rodríguez-Pascual, P. M., Santos-Lleó, M., et al. 2005, A&A, 433, 455 Schlegel, D. J., Finkbeiner, D. P., & Davis, M. 1998, ApJ, 500, 525 Shakura, N. I., & Sunyaev, R. A. 1973, A&A, 24, 337 Shen, Y., Richards, G. T., Strauss, M. A., et al. 2011, ApJS, 194, 45 Skrutskie, M. F., Cutri, R. M., Stiening, R., et al. 2006, AJ, 131, 1163 Soldi, S., Beckmann, V., Baumgartner, W. H., et al. 2014, A&A, 563, A57 Steffen, A. T., Strateva, I., Brandt, W. N., et al. 2006, AJ, 131, 2826 Strateva, I. V., Brandt, W. N., Schneider, D. P., Vanden Berk, D. G., & Vignali, C. 2005, AJ, 130, 387 Strüder, L., Briel, U., Dennerl, K., et al. 2001, A&A, 365, L18 Sulentic, J. W., Dultzin-Hacyan, D., Marziani, P., et al. 2006, Rev. Mexicana Astron. Astrofis., 42, 23 Sunyaev, R. A., & Titarchuk, L. G. 1980, A&A, 86, 121 Takeuchi, S., Ohsuga, K., & Mineshige, S. 2014, PASJ, 66, 48 Tanaka, Y., Boller, T., Gallo, L., Keil, R., & Ueda, Y. 2004, PASJ, 56, L9 Tang, B., Shang, Z., Gu, Q., Brotherton, M. S., & Runnoe, J. C. 2012, ApJS, 201, 38 Taylor, C., & Reynolds, C. S. 2018, ApJ, 868, 109 Turner, M. J. L., Abbey, A., Arnaud, M., et al. 2001, A&A, 365, L27 Turner, T. J., Miller, L., Kraemer, S. B., Reeves, J. N., & Pounds, K. A.

2009, ApJ, 698, 99 Ulrich, M.-H., Maraschi, L., & Urry, C. M. 1997, ARA&A, 35, 445 Uttley, P., McHardy, I. M., Papadakis, I. E., Guainazzi, M., & Fruscione, A.

1999, MNRAS, 307, L6 Vagnetti, F., Antonucci, M., & Trevese, D. 2013, A&A, 550, A71 Vagnetti, F., Turriziani, S., & Trevese, D. 2011, A&A, 536, A84 Vagnetti, F., Turriziani, S., Trevese, D., & Antonucci, M. 2010, A&A, 519, A17 Vanden Berk, D. E., Richards, G. T., Bauer, A., et al. 2001, AJ, 122, 549 Vasudevan, R., Gallo, L., Robertson, D., & Fulford, K. 2011, in Narrow-Line Seyfert 1 Galaxies and their Place in the Universe, 7 Vasudevan, R. V., & Fabian, A. C. 2009, MNRAS, 392, 1124 Vaughan, S., Edelson, R., Warwick, R. S., & Uttley, P. 2003, MNRAS, 345, 1271 Vestergaard, M., & Peterson, B. M. 2006, ApJ, 641, 689 Wang, J.-M., & Netzer, H. 2003, A&A, 398, 927 Wang, J.-M., Qiu, J., Du, P., & Ho, L. C. 2014a, ApJ, 797, 65 Wang, J.-M., Du, P., Hu, C., et al. 2014b, ApJ, 793, 108 Wilkes, B. J., & Elvis, M. 1987, ApJ, 323, 243 Worrall, D. M., & Birkinshaw, M. 2006, in Lecture Notes in Physics, Berlin Springer Verlag, Vol. 693, Physics of Active Galactic Nuclei at all Scales, ed. D. Alloin, 39 Worrall, D. M., Giommi, P., Tananbaum, H., & Zamorani, G. 1987, ApJ, 313, 596

Wright, E. L., Eisenhardt, P. R. M., Mainzer, A. K., et al. 2010, AJ, 140, 1868 Wu, J., Vanden Berk, D. E., Brandt, W. N., et al. 2009, ApJ, 702, 767 Yang, G., Brandt, W. N., Luo, B., et al. 2016, ApJ, 831, 145 Yuan, W., Brinkmann, W., Siebert, J., & Voges, W. 1998, A&A, 330, 108

Zheng, X. C., Xue, Y. Q., Brandt, W. N., et al. 2017, ApJ, 849, 127 Zhu, S. F., Xue, Y. Q., Brandt, W. N., Cui, W., & Wang, Y. J. 2018, ApJ, 853, 34

Table 4 AGNs with Extreme X-ray Variability

Object z log(M_{BH}/M_⊙) Note^a FWHM(Hβ) L_{5100 Å} log L_{Bol} log Ṁ λ_{Edd} References km s^{-1} erg s^{-1} erg s^{-1}

Quasars

SDSS J0751 + 2914 0.121 7.20 M 1679 44.21 45.22 1.45 0.7 Du et al. (2018) PG 1211 + 143 0.085 7.87 M 2012 44.73 45.72 0.84 0.5 Du et al. (2015); Danehkar et al. (2018) PHL 1092 0.396 8.48 X 1800 45.45 46.65 0.65 1.11 Dasgupta et al. (2004); Nikołajuk et al. (2009); Miniutti et al. (2012) PG 0844 + 349 0.064 7.66 M 2694 44.22 45.4 0.50 0.36 Vasudevan & Fabian (2009), Du et al. (2015)

Selected Lower-luminosity Counterparts

1H 0707 - 495 0.0411 6.60 R 980 43.52 44.47 1.57 0.6 Done & Jin (2016) IRAS 13224 - 3809^b 0.0667 6–7 – 650 43.94 44.53 – 0.3–3 Jiang et al. (2018) Mrk 335 0.0258 6.93 M 1707 43.76 44.73 1.27 0.42 Du et al. (2015) NGC 4051 0.00234 5.42 M 851 41.96 42.91 1.59 0.21 Du et al. (2015)

Note. — a Method for estimate of BH mass. M: reverberation mapping method; X: X-ray excess variance method; R: scaling relation of Vestergaard & Peterson (2006).

b The BH-mass estimates of IRAS 13224 - 3809 in previous studies have large uncertainties. Listed in this table are the possible ranges of estimated BH mass and Eddington ratio. Its L_{5100 Å} value was derived from an interpolation of the B- and V -band photometric data (Ojha et al. 2009).