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Abstract Using the bulge data from AGNs image decomposition to get the bulge luminosity of R band

the ratio of the central supermassive black hole mass to the bulge masses M,,/M,,,. in a sample of X-
ray selected AGNs was calculated including 15 narrow-line Seyfert 1 galaxies NLSls and 18 broad-line
puige 18 —3.81 0. 11 for 15 NLSIs and

in NLS1s relative to BLSl1s.

Seyfert 1 BLSls galaxies. The mean value of log M, /M
—2.91 +0.13 for 18 BLS1s showing the lower M,,/M

bulge
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1 SMBHSs
Name z seeing mlf;"lg" Ml}'{“lg" Mg HB AL, My, My, Ly Ref.
Mg Ligq

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
23 NLSls
MRK 335 0.0256 2.18 14.32  -20.95 10.68 1 640 43.79 6.8 -3.88 -0.12 a g
MRK 1502 0.061 1 2.30 17.93 -19.36 9.93 1240 44.49 7.19 -2.74 0.19 b g
TON S180 0.0620 1.10 17.36 -19.83 10.15 970 44.27 6.83 -3.67 0.33 c g
FAIRALL 9 0.0470 1.07 14.10  -22.50 11.41 5780 44.14 7.90 -3.51 -0.87 f
MRK 359 0.0174 2.65 13.72  -20.75 10.58 900 43.71 6.23 -4.35 0.37 f
MRK 1044 0.016 5 1.63 14.51 -19.79 10.13 1310 43.16 6.31 -3.82 -0.26 ¢ g
MRK 618 0.0355 1.32 15.12 -20.98 10.70 1760 43.98 7.19 -3.51 -0.32 d g
PG 0921 +525 0.0353 2.00 18.19 -17.73  9.16 1430 43.58 6.75 -2.41 -0.28 f
MRK 705 0.0289 1.75 14.11 -21.44  10.91 1790 43.79 6.92 -3.99 -0.24 d g
MRK 707 0.0500 2.37 17.50  -19.35  9.93 1295 43.78 6.63 -3.30 0.04 d g
PG 1022 +519 0.0449 2.35 20.67 -15.80  8.25 1 620 43.51 6.74 -1.51 -0.34 ¢ g
KUG 1031 +398 0.0424 1.45 16.02  -20.32 10.38 935 43.79 6.36 -4.02 0.32 d g
MRK 739 0.0297 1.79 14.51 -21.06 10.73 1615 44.12 7.06 -2.97 -0.05 d g
PG 1211 +143 0.0809 1.23 14.23 -23.62 11.94 1832 44.69 7.61 -4.33 -0.03 f
MRK 766 0.0129 1.39 12.92 -20.80 10.61 1100 43.31 6.26 -4.35 -0.06 « g
IRASF 12397 +3333  0.0439 1.08 15.38 % -21.08 10.74 1 640 43.36 6.64 -4.10 -0.39 ¢ g
PG 1244 +026 0.0480 1.69 19.09 % -17.63  9.11 830 43.36 6.05 -3.06 0.20 c g
NGC 4748 0.0146 1.22 14.05 -20.02 10.24 1565 43.53 6.62 -3.62 -0.20 d g
MRK 478 0.079 1 3.54 14.41 -23.34  11.81 1630 44.46 7.41 -4.40 -0.06 d ¢
PG 1448 +273 0.0650 3.00 18.79 -18.55 9.55 1330 44.1 6.98 -2.57 0.01 c g
IRAS 15091 -2107  0.0446 1.13 15.45 -21.27 10.83 1480 43.85 6.90 -3.93 -0.16 b g
IRAS 17020 +4544  0.060 4 1.34 16.10  -21.08 10.74 975 44.33 6.77 -3.97 0.45 d g
RBS 1922 0.0345 3.00 14.79 -21.47  10.92 1470 43.23 6.36 -4.56 -0.24 d g
26 BLSIs
MRK 1148 0.064 0 2.42 21.13 -16.25 8.46 5250 43.87 8.02 -0.44 -1.26 a g
IRAS F0058 0.0620 0.87 15.97 -21.18 10.79 3190 43.86 7.57 -3.22 -0.82 ¢ g
RBS 1489 0.0670 0.91 19.29 -18.31 9.43 2 600 43.86 7.40 -2.03 -0.65 ¢ g
MRK 590 0.026 4 2.18 13.70  -21.64 11.01 2170 44.89 7.26 -1.95 0.52 e g
MRK 1048 0.043 1 1.57 14.68 -21.74  11.05 5670 43.8 8.03 -3.02 -1.34 ¢ g
IRAS F03090 -2057 0.0660 1.34 18.11% -19.29  9.90 4360 43.94 7.90 -2.00 -1.07 ¢ g
Fairall 1116 0.058 2 1.05 14.82 -22.22  11.28 4310 43.94 7.89 -3.39 -1.06 ¢ g
H 0439 -272 0.0835 1.02 17.26  -20.67 10.55 2550 44.12 7.56 -2.99 -0.55 ¢ g
PG 0844 +349 0.064 0 2.10 15.19 -22.13  11.24 2730 44.24 7.33 -3.91 -0.20 f
TON 1187 0.0700 2.57 19.46  -18.00 9.29 2980 44.32 7.84 —-1.45 -0.63 ¢ g
HE 1029 - 140 0.088 6 0.92 16.36  -21.79 11.07 7500 44.24 9.07 -2.00 -1.94 e g
PG 1138 +222 0.0632 1.60 15.59 -21.68 11.02 2200 43.85 7.26 -3.76 -0.52 ¢ g
RBS 392 0.0400 1.53 15.26 -20.96  10.68 4040 43.00 7.18 -3.50 -1.29 ¢ g
PG 1149 - 110 0.0490 1.20 15.69 -21.04 10.72 3060 43.81 7.50 -3.22 -0.80 a g
MRK 1310 0.0194 1.20 15.67 -18.97  9.75 3000 42.62 6.65 -3.10 -1.14 ¢ g
1C 4329A 0.016 1 1.29 13.93 -20.38  10.41 5050 43.21 6.70 -3.71 -0.60 f
MRK 279 0.029 4 2.18 17.88 -17.64  9.12 3410 43.75 7.41 -1.71 -0.77 e g
NGC 5548 0.0172 1.75 13.39 -20.96  10.69 6300 43.43 8.09 -2.60 -1.77 f
PG 1426 +015 0.086 5 3.02 14.21 -23.79  12.02 6250 44.61 8.67 -3.35 -1.17 f
PG 1501 + 106 0.0362 3.08 13.87 -22.15 11.25 5470 44.12 8.22 -3.03 -1.21 a g
RBS 1780 0.0755 1.30 18.21% -19.52  9.15 3030 43.72 7.43 -2.58 -0.82 ¢ g
RBS 1822 0.0588 1.15 15.45 -21.67 11.02 6100 43.77 8.07 -2.95 -1.41 ¢ g
CTS 115 0.0390 1.35 17.47 -18.68 9.6l 1530 43.34 6.57 -3.04 -0.34 ¢ g
NGC 7469 0.0163 2.25 13.37 -20.99 10.70 3000 43.74 6.81 -3.89 -0.18 f
PG 2304 +042 0.0420 1.57 14.93 -21.53  10.96 10 120 43.76 8.50 -2.46 -1.85 a o
CTS 68 0.0359 1.33 14.34  -21.65 11.01 9500 43.43 8.22 -2.79 -1.90 ¢
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