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Abstract

The ΛCDM concordance cosmological model provides a remarkably successful
description of the formation and evolution of structure in the Universe. However,
a growing discrepancy between measurements of the expansion rate H0 from the
near and distant Universe now appears to be significant at the ∼ 4−7σ level
[1, 2]. This inconsistency, known as the “Hubble tension”, has arisen either due
to unrecognized systematics in these measurements or new physics beyond the
standard model, such as an evolving dark energy equation of state [3, 4]. Mod-
eling ∼ 20-year, multi-band optical light curves for 6992 active galactic nuclei
(AGN), we find a tight relation linking the variability amplitude and charac-
teristic timescale to their intrinsic luminosity. This empirical law enables us to
construct an AGN-based Hubble diagram to z ∼ 3.5. Joint inference with super-
nova distances reveals evidence for an evolving dark energy equation of state at
the 3.8−3.9σ over constant-w models and 4.4−4.8σ over ΛCDM. Our results
establish AGN light curves as a powerful tool for cosmography that could offer
a novel pathway to test deviations from the standard ΛCDM expansion history.
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Rapidly accreting supermassive black holes, known as active galactic nuclei (AGN),
produce ultraviolet/optical (UV/optical) flux variations that are believed to trace
temperature fluctuations in their accretion disks [5]. Although the physical mecha-
nisms that drive these flux variations remain uncertain, empirical correlations between
UV/optical variability and fundamental properties of AGNs, such as black hole mass
and luminosity, are well known [6–14]. However, limitations due to the sampled dura-
tion of these light curves (flux vs. time); wavelength-dependent effects; contamination
from variability outside the accretion disk; and various selection biases have rendered
previous attempts to standardize these relations uncertain, hindering their potential
use as distance indicators. We report on the existence of a tight correlation between
the UV variability parameters of the rest-frame (RF) and the luminosity of the AGNs
using multi-band modeling of ∼ 20 year-long light curves of AGNs in the redshift
range z ∼ 0.5 − 3.5, consistent with previous work [11]. Using this correlation, we
construct a variable AGN distance – luminosity relation, known as a Hubble diagram.
We demonstrate that AGN variability offers a powerful new tool to probe the cos-
mic expansion history and permits independent testing of dark energy models. Our
method provides 3.8−3.9σ evidence for an evolving dark energy equation of state over
constant-w models and 4.4−4.8σ evidence over ΛCDM.

Various methods have been employed to constrain the properties of dark energy,
including baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO; e.g., [15, 16]); cosmic microwave back-
ground (CMB) measurements (e.g., [17]); weak gravitational lensing (e.g., [18]); cluster
strong lensing (e.g., [19, 20]), and Type Ia supernovae (SN Ia; e.g., [21–24]). Recent
findings from the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) using BAO, hint
at possible redshift evolution in the dark energy equation of state at the 2.8−4.2σ
significance level [25], highlighting the need for independent tests using complemen-
tary cosmological probes. Given their high intrinsic luminosities of Lbol ∼ 1044−1048

erg s−1, AGNs act as cosmic lighthouses, enabling distance measurements to more
than four times beyond those reachable by SN Ia, a robust standard candle. At these
distances, differences between competing cosmological models become significantly
more distinguishable. The existence of a correlation between AGN luminosity and rest-
frame UV variability that enables their standardization could be explained by models
in which the amplitude and timescale of thermal fluctuations in their accretion disks
scale with both their accretion disk sizes and mass accretion rates.

To establish this new class of cosmic probes, we start with the parent
sample of spectroscopically-confirmed optically-unobscured (Type 1) AGNs with
homogeneously-measured properties from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) [28].
For a subsample of ∼ 30, 000 AGNs in the SDSS Stripe 82 region, we assembled opti-
cal light curves from SDSS, Pan-STARRS, and the Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF),
spanning the ugri bands [29]. The light curves are modeled using a Gaussian process
[30] that accounts for correlations in time and rest-frame wavelength (Figure 1). We
use a model that captures the observed spectral power density features over frequency
f , which transitions from f0 to f−2 on characteristic “damping” timescales of hun-
dreds of days, and displays additional features on shorter timescales (see Methods for
details). Finally, we infer the rest-frame UV damping timescale τUV, RF and the ampli-
tude σUV for each AGN. From our fiducial fitting sample of 6992 AGNs with robustly
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Fig. 1 Upper panel: An illustrative example of an AGN light curve from our sample and the fitted
multi-band model. The light curve in each band is offset by a scale factor for visual clarity. Lower
panel: Corresponding multi-band power spectral density (PSD) in angular frequencies from the model
(magenta) and computed directly from the data using the Lomb-Scargle algorithm (black points;
[26, 27]). The solid gray line is the noise floor level. The magenta error bar area is the 1σ range of
the angular frequency corresponding to the UV damping timescale.

measured variability, minimal galactic dust reddening (E(B−V ) < 0.05), negligible
host galaxy contamination, that lie between the redshift range 0.44 < z < 3.16, we
find that the AGN UV continuum luminosity scales with the variability parameters as,

L2500 Å = (9.3±0.4)×1044 erg s−1

(
σUV

0.2 mag

)−2.52±0.06 (
τUV, RF

800 days

)0.62±0.033

, (1)
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Fig. 2 Empirical relation between the bias-corrected rest-frame 2500 Å monochromatic AGN lumi-
nosity, L2500 Å, and a power-law combining the variability amplitude and timescale parameters. The
best-fit model is shown in magenta along with the 1σ uncertainty band. The filled circles are AGN
where rest-frame 2500 Å is within the wavelength coverage of the spectrum. The open circles denote
sources where rest-frame 2500 Å is beyond the wavelength coverage of the spectrum, requiring an
extrapolation of the AGN continuum. Open circles are not fitted, but are included in the figure for
completeness. The slope of the best-fit relation with uncertainties from [11] is shown as the cyan
dashed line. The gray curves are 1 and 2σ density contours.

where L2500 Å is the monochromatic luminosity at 2500 Å in the rest-frame, σUV,
τUV, RF are the light curve characteristic variability amplitude and timescale. This
yields an intrinsic scatter of 0.322 ± 0.009 dex in luminosity or 0.81 ± 0.023 mag on
the Hubble diagram. Our relation, jointly fitted with cosmological parameters as we
describe in the paragraph below, is consistent with the relation derived by [11] to
≲ 1σ (Figure 2). This correlation holds in narrow bins of redshift, demonstrating that
its origin is neither due to selection effects nor shows significant redshift variations
(see Methods for details). Previous work using the non-linear correlation between X-
ray and UV flux has a comparable intrinsic scatter of ∼ 0.2 − 0.4 dex in luminosity,
depending on the sample definition [31–33]. However, the luminosity self-correlation
results in a much larger dispersion on the Hubble diagram of ∼ 1.4 mag [34] compared
to ours.

Similar to what is done with SN Ia as standard candles (e.g., [35, 36]), we fit the
AGN distance modulus, µAGN, using the relation,

µAGN = m2500 Å −M0 − α log σUV − β log τUV,RF, (2)

where m2500 Å is the rest-frame 2500 Å apparent magnitude of the accretion disk
continuum calculated from spectral decomposition of SDSS data; M0 is the fiducial
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Fig. 3 Bias-corrected Hubble diagram for Pantheon+ SN Ia sample (blue circle symbols) and our
plotted AGN sample (black circle symbols; this work). The filled circles correspond to our fiducial
fitting AGN sample, where rest-frame 2500 Å is within the wavelength coverage of the spectrum.
The open circles are sources where rest-frame 2500 Å is beyond the wavelength coverage of the
spectrum, requiring an extrapolation of the AGN continuum. Open circles are not fitted, but included
on the figure for completeness. The flat w0waCDM model fitted to the combined SN Ia + fiducial
AGN sample is shown in magenta. The concordance ΛCDM and flat wCDM models are shown for
comparison as the blue dotted and green dash–dotted lines, respectively. The Planck 2018 result
([17]; CMB power spectra, CMB lensing reconstruction, and BAO) is shown as the dashed yellow
line, highlighting the Hubble tension. We overplot the AGN binned means and standard error on the
means in red to guide the eye. The binned points are not used in the fit. The inset panel shows the
Hubble diagram with redshift plotted using a logarithmic scale. The lower panel shows the binned
residuals and fitted models relative to the best-fit flat wCDM model.

absolute magnitude; and α, β are the regressor coefficients that characterize the light
curve. Using Bayesian inference, we jointly fit the SN Ia and cosmological param-
eters for three dark energy models, all assuming a spatially flat Universe: (i) flat
ΛCDM, where Λ is the cosmological constant; (ii) flat wCDM, in which the dark
energy equation-of-state parameter w is constant; and (iii) flat w0waCDM, where
the equation-of-state follows the Chevallier–Polarski–Linder (CPL) parameterization
w(a) = w0 + wa(1 − a), allowing for redshift evolution through the parameter wa

[37, 38]. We fit each cosmological model to two data combinations. First, we use SN Ia
+ SH0ES data from the Pantheon+ compilation [39]. Second, we augment this SN Ia
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dataset with our newly derived AGN Hubble diagram, extending the redshift base-
line to z ∼ 3.5 and providing complementary constraints on the expansion history.
Our AGN Hubble diagram and residual model comparison are shown in Figure 3.
This figure demonstrates that the addition of AGN at higher redshift on the Hubble
diagram favors a cosmology with evolving dark energy.

Figure 4 shows the resulting marginalized posterior distributions for the cosmo-
logical parameters of the flat w0waCDM. With the inclusion of AGN data, we find
that an evolving dark energy cosmology (flat w0waCDM) is preferred/favored over the
flat wCDM model at the 3.8−3.9σ significance level and over the flat ΛCDM model at
the 4.4−4.8σ significance level using the Bayesian evidence ratio. The range in model
significance depends on the redshift range adopted. We stress that this finding is con-
tingent on the fact that we have fully characterized all the sources of systemic error
for variable AGN. Our results from this completely different and independent cosmic
probe lends additional support to the 2.8−4.2σ evidence for the CPL model reported
by the DESI collaboration using BAO [25]. The age of the Universe from our pre-
ferred model is 11.26 ± 0.20 Gyr. Similar to the cosmological inference for the CPL
model using higher-redshift SN Ia from the Dark Energy Survey [40], our results are
also in tension with the ages of the oldest observed globular clusters [41–43] and the
determination of Ωm from the Planck CMB data. To alleviate these early and late
time tensions, alternative proposals for evolving dark energy models are actively being
explored [44].

Continued investigation into the universality and intrinsic scatter of the AGN
variability standardization can improve upon our results, and is a critical next step
in establishing AGN variability as a mature cosmological probe. In particular, the
advent of high-quality, high-cadence AGN light curves that will soon become avail-
able from the Vera C. Rubin Observatory [45] will allow for more robust tests of
redshift-dependent biases, selection effects, and evolutionary systematics. At the same
time, realizing the full potential of AGN cosmography requires progress on the cali-
bration of AGN distances independent of the SN Ia distance ladder. Several promising
avenues already exist. For example, a small sample of nearby AGNs with Cepheid
distances already exists (e.g., [46, 47]), providing an absolute distance scale that can
anchor AGN variability relations without relying on SN Ia. At farther distances, time-
delay cosmography from strongly lensed quasars is another approach [48]. Time delays
between the UV continuum and broad line variability (reverberation mapping) cor-
relate with AGN luminosity (e.g., [49, 50]). Infrared reverberation mapping yields a
geometric dust-sublimation radius that has been shown to correlate tightly with lumi-
nosity, offering another route to distance calibration (e.g., [51, 52]). Nevertheless, it
is clear that AGNs can provide a complementary probe of the nature of dark energy
and the expansion history of the Universe.

1 Methods

1.1 Data

Our parent sample comprises Type 1 AGNs confirmed by spectroscopy with well-
measured properties from Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) spectroscopy from [28].
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Fig. 4 Posterior distribution for flat w0waCDM cosmological parameters for the Pantheon+ SN Ia
[39] (shown in light blue) and combined SN Ia + AGN fiducial fitting sample (this work, shown in
gray). The posterior distributions for each parameter are shown along the diagonal. The text in the
upper right gives the posterior medians and 16th and 84th percentiles (1σ credible intervals). The 2D
contour plots show the covariances between each pair of parameters. The darker and lighter shaded
regions are the 1σ and 2σ contours, and dashed curves delimit the 3σ contours.

For a subsample of ∼ 30,000 AGNs located in the SDSS Stripe 82 region, we collected
their optical light curves from SDSS, Pan-STARRS, and the Zwicky Transient Facility
(ZTF) [29]. SDSS light-curves are available in the u, g, r, i, and z bands; from Pan-
STARRS in the g, r, i, and z bands; and from the ZTF in the g, r, and i bands. We
omit data from the z band, which tends to be nosier and suffer from the strongest host
galaxy contamination, especially at lower redshifts. We note that photometry from
different surveys is calibrated to a common photometric standard using spectropho-
tometry. We recalibrate the photometric uncertainty of each survey individually using
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standard stars observed in the same sky region as our AGNs. The resulting com-
bined light curves have a baseline of ≳20 years, with an average of approximately 600
photometric data points (across all bands) and a median cadence of around 4 days.
During the 20-year baseline, more than 98% of our AGNs show variability exceeding
0.5 magnitude in the r band.

We apply a set of quality cuts to construct the final AGN sample prior to light-
curve modeling. We require SDSS spectra with a minimum length of 1700 days, a
median per-pixel signal-to-noise ratio ≥ 3 and Galactic reddening E(B − V ) ≤ 0.05.
To ensure intrinsic variability is detected with confidence, we retain only objects with
a g-band light curve variability significance of χ2

g ≥ 10 [e.g., 53], where χ2 is the
reduced Chi squared statistic representing the deviation of the observed light curve
from a constant-flux model, thus excluding sources consistent with statistical noise.
To avoid underestimating variability amplitudes in bands affected by intergalactic
Lyα absorption, we remove measurements in the u band for z ≳ 1.3, the g band for
z ≳ 1.9, the r band for z ≳ 3.1, and the i band for z ≳ 4.1. We further exclude objects
that exhibit measurable host-galaxy contribution, Balmer continuum or iron pseudo-
continuum from the BLR that would otherwise contaminate the AGN continuum.

Our sample now consists of 7101 AGNs (plotted sample). We then cut this list to
AGN between 0.44 < z < 3.16, ensuring the rest-frame 2500 Å reference wavelength is
within the SDSS spectral wavelength coverage rather than being extrapolated, result-
ing in 6992 AGNs (fiducial fitting sample). Finally, z ≲ 1 AGN are significantly more
affected by systematics such as host galaxy contamination and source extendedness
that makes our light curves and AGN apparent magnitudes less reliable. Therefore, we
further restrict the fitting to z > 1, resulting in 5648 AGNs (restricted fitting sample).
Using this restricted fitting sample, we find the cosmological parameters are unchanged
within 1σ, but it does modestly decrease the CPL model significance, because fewer
points are included. Therefore, we quote the significance using the full 0.44 < z < 3.16
and restricted 1.0 < z < 3.16 ranges throughout this work.

1.2 Light curve fitting

An active galactic nucleus (AGN) is powered by accretion onto a supermassive black
hole. Closest in (≲ 0.01 pc) lies the accretion disk, a geometrically thin, optically
thick flow that radiates strongly in the UV/optical. Above it sits the X-ray corona,
a hot (∼ 109 K) plasma that Compton-upscatters disk photons into the X-ray band.
On scales of ∼ 0.01–0.1 pc the broad-line region (BLR) consists of dense, fast-moving
clouds producing Doppler-broadened emission lines that echo the disk variability. Sur-
rounding these inner regions at ∼ 1–10 pc is the dusty torus, a clumpy molecular
structure that absorbs and re-emits radiation in the infrared, whose orientation largely
determines whether we observe the AGN as Type 1 (optically unobscured) or Type 2
(optically obscured) [54].

We model the optical variability of broad-band AGN light curves as a linear combi-
nation of two components: intrinsic variations from the accretion disk UV continuum
(possibly with an X-ray reprocessing component), and the broad-line region (BLR). We
model the accretion disk variations using a Gaussian process (GP) with a summation of
two damped random walk (DRW) kernels. This kernel has the form of an overdamped
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simple harmonic oscillator, which is a type of second-order continuous auto-regressive
moving average (CARMA) process. This model captures the known deviations from
a first-order CARMA process (DRW) on short timescales [e.g., [29, 55–59]].

Each band b is associated with a characteristic damping timescale τb, and the joint
latent process across all bands has a covariance,

klatb1b2(∆t) =
2
√
τb1τb2

τb1 + τb2
κ exp

[
− |∆t|
τ̄b1b2

]
+

2
√
τ fastb1

τ fastb2

τ fastb1
+ τ fastb2

(1 − κ) exp

[
− |∆t|
τ̄ fastb1b2

]
, (3)

where τ̄b1b2 , (τ̄ fastb1b2
) is the harmonic mean damping (fast) timescale between bands b1

and b2, and κ sets the relative amplitude between the second and first order terms.
This form is symmetric and positive semi-definite (PSD). The observed flux in each
band is modeled as a linear combination of a continuum ycont and a time-delayed
continuum component:

yb(t) = σcont
b ycont(t− ℓdiskb ) + σBLR

b ycont(t− ℓdiskb − ℓBLR
b ), (4)

where σcont
b and σBLR

b are the amplitudes of the continuum and BLR in each band
b respectively, ℓdiskb is the wavelength-dependent disk lag between bands, and ℓBLR

b

is the additional delay from the response from the broad-line region. The resulting
covariance between two observations (t1, b1) and (t2, b2) is:

k
(
(t1, b1), (t2, b2)

)
= σcont

b1 σcont
b2 klatb1b2

(
t1 − ℓdiskb1 , t2 − ℓdiskb2

)
+ σcont

b1 σBLR
b2 klatb1b2

(
t1 − ℓdiskb1 , t2 − ℓdiskb2 − ℓBLR

b2

)
+ σBLR

b1 σcont
b2 klatb1b2

(
t1 − ℓdiskb1 − ℓBLR

b1 , t2 − ℓdiskb2

)
+ σBLR

b1 σBLR
b2 klatb1b2

(
t1 − ℓdiskb1 − ℓBLR

b1 , t2 − ℓdiskb2 − ℓBLR
b2

)
, (5)

where the first term represents the covariance between the continuum flux in both
bands. The second and third terms represent the cross-covariances between the contin-
uum in one band and the BLR component in the other, incorporating the appropriate
BLR lag ℓBLR

b . The fourth term represents the covariance between BLR components
in both bands, with both time arguments shifted by their respective lags.

To account for disk lags, we also shift the times in each band with filter central
wavelength λb according to,

t = t0 − ℓdisk

[(
λb

λ0

)βdisk

− 1

]
, (6)

where t0 is the original time, ℓdisk is the disk lag intercept at wavelength λ0, and βdisk

is the power law index (e.g., [60]).
The ensemble variability amplitude and timescale in each band scales with rest-

frame wavelength, λRF, according to a power law [8, 9, 11, 58], possibly with a break
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near λRF = 2500 Å [29, 59]. To capture these possibilities, the DRW timescale in each
band for a given AGN is empirically described as,

τb(λb,RF) = τUV

(
λb,RF

λUV

)ητ

, σcont
b (λb,RF) = σUV

(
λb,RF

λUV

)ησ

, (7)

where λb,RF is the reference wavelength, and ητ and ησ are the power-law indices that
govern the wavelength dependence (both free parameters). The final rest-frame UV
parameters used to build the luminosity relation are,

τUV,RF ≡ τb(2500 Å)/(1 + z)

σUV ≡ σb(2500 Å).
(8)

The likelihood for each AGN with parameters θ (Table 4) is,

p(y|θ) =
1√

2π|K|
exp

(
−1

2
(y −m)⊤K−1(y −m)

)
, (9)

where K is the covariance matrix with elements,

Knm = k(tn, tm) + δnm σ2
diag,n, (10)

where k is the covariance function (kernel) given by Equation 5, δnm is the Kronecker
delta and σ2

diag,n is the variance of observation yn in magnitudes. The total variance

σ2
diag,n = σ2

jit +σ2
y,n, where σy,n is the photometric error in magnitudes of point n and

σjit is an excess scatter (“jitter”) error term to model under-estimated photometric
uncertainties. Physically, the observed flux is the sum of continuum and BLR fluxes,
which would make magnitudes nonlinearly related to these components. However, since
variability amplitudes are typically at the 0.1 to 0.5 mag level, we approximate the
fluctuations as linear in magnitude space. In this approximation, the continuum and
BLR contributions combine additively in magnitudes, and the GP remains Gaussian.
We adopt a mean function m for long timescale linear detrending with elements:

mb,n = mb,0 + m1 (tn − t0). (11)

where mb, 0 is the mean in each band, m1 is a linear slope (shared across all bands),
and t0 is the mid-range of time. The motivation for this mean function detrending is
to remove any very long-time-scale nonstationary component, such as from changes in
the accretion rate over decades. Failure to model non-stationary trends can result in
a bias in the inferred parameters in the stationary kernel [58]. Our mean function is
fitted simultaneously with the kernel to capture degeneracies between the kernel and
the long-timescale nonstationary process (see Appendix C).

Our model is implemented in the EzTaoX code [61], which uses tinygp to perform
the light curve fitting [62] and the Hamiltonian Monte Carlo No-U-Turn sampler
[63] with numpyro [64] to sample from the posterior probability distribution of each
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light curve batch. The model priors are given in Table 1.2. By marginalizing over
the nuisance parameters governing the wavelength scaling of the DRW parameters,
deviations from DRW on short and long timescales, and BLR contamination for each
AGN, we can infer the intrinsic parameters describing the variations in the rest-frame
UV-emitting part of the accretion disk.

Parameter Distribution

ησ N (−0.5, 1)
ητ N (0.5, 0.5)
ln(τUV/days) T N

(
ln(102.5(1 + z)), 1.2 ln(10.0); 0.0, ln(104(1 + z))

)
ln(σUV/mag) N (−0.6, 1.0)
mb,0 (mag) N (0.0, 0.2)
m1 (mag / std days) N (0.0, 0.1)
ℓdisk (days) T N

(
10.0, 5.0; 0, ∞

)
βdisk T N

(
4/3, 0.2; 0, ∞

)
κ U(0.0, 1.0)
ln(τ fast/days) T N

(
ln(10.0(1 + z)), ln 25.0; 0.0, ln(100.0(1 + z))

)
ln∆σb,BLR U(−1, 1)
ln(ℓBLR

b /days) U
(
ln 2.0, ln 5000.0

)
lnσjit N

(
ln σ̄y, 1.0

)
Table 1 Priors adopted in the AGN light-curve modeling. U(a, b) denotes a
uniform prior over the range [a, b], N (µ, σ) a Normal prior with mean µ and
standard deviation σ, and T N (µ, σ; a, b) a truncated Normal prior restricted to
the interval [a, b]. Note: σb,BLR = ∆σBLR

b σcont
b ; σ̄y is mean of the quoted light

curve error.

1.3 Apparent magnitude measurements

We estimate the rest-frame UV apparent magnitudes m2500 Å from the AGN contin-
uum following a two-step procedure that combines photometric light curve information
with spectroscopic modeling. We obtained optical spectroscopy from SDSS data release
18 for every source in our sample. To minimize scatter arising from intrinsic AGN
variability between the photometric and spectroscopic epochs, we first perform an
absolute flux calibration of the spectrum using the light curve. First, we measure the
synthetic photometry from the observed spectrum in each band using the speclite
code [65]. We then rescale the spectrum such that its synthetic photometry matches
the mean of the light curve inferred from our Gaussian process fitting. This relative
flux calibration reduces apparent magnitude offsets from variation apertures vs PSF
photometry that would otherwise arise from short-term variability and ensures a con-
sistent absolute flux calibration between spectroscopy and photometry. We correct
for source extendeness by fitting a redshift-binned mean of the PSF−fiber magnitude
differences, and subtracting the synthetic magnitudes from the interpolated function.
Remaining errors in absolute flux calibration relative to SN Ia magnitudes will be
absorbed by the M0 term in the Hubble diagram fitting.
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We re-fit the calibrated SDSS spectra using the PyQSOFit package [66, 67],
following the methodology of [28]. The model includes the AGN power-law continuum,
Fe ii emission, Balmer continuum, and broad/narrow emission lines, and host galaxy
decomposition. However, we make several changes to the methodology of [28]. First,
we include host galaxy decomposition using principle component analysis with host
galaxy templates from [68]. This mostly affects low-redshift (z ≲ 1) AGNs with clear
host galaxy features such as Balmer breaks. Second, rather than a single power law,
we fit the AGN continuum using a smoothly broken power law with a break near 5000
Å [69]. Next, we change the internal reddening model from a pure additive polynomial
to an SMC bar extinction law [70] that is less degenerate with the shape of the AGN
continuum curve. Finally, rather than fit the continuum in pre-defined emission-line-
free windows, we fit the continuum over the full wavelength range using a Huber loss
function that naturally down-weights the emission lines. This reduces sensitivity to
absorption features and windows near the edges of the spectra.

We model each spectrum with and without host contribution and with and without
Balmer continuum emission and select the best model using the minimum Bayesian
information criterion (BIC) statistic. AGNs that prefer models with Balmer contin-
uum or host galaxy contributions are removed before constructing the fiducial and
restricted fitting sample. From the best-fit model, we extract the dereddened AGN
power-law continuum component and evaluate it at rest-frame 2500 Å to obtain the
monochromatic flux density f2500 Å. The apparent magnitude at rest-frame 2500 Å is
then computed in the AB system as

m2500 Å = −2.5 log

(
f2500 Å

3631 Jy

)
, (12)

where f2500 Å is taken from the power-law continuum component of the fitted spectral
model. This procedure yields m2500 Å values that are spectroscopically decomposed,
minimizing contamination from emission lines and the host galaxy. We perform 50
bootstrap Monte Carlo re-samples to estimate the uncertainties on m2500 Å.

1.4 Cosmological inference

We use a Bayesian method to jointly infer the cosmological parameters and the AGN
light curve – luminosity relation. We follow the methodology of [71], which corrects
for Malmquist bias and model uncertainty. The distance modulus is,

µAGN = m2500 Å −M0 − α log σUV − β log τUV, RF (13)

where m2500 Å is the rest-frame UV apparent magnitude, M0 is the fiducial absolute
magnitude, α, β are regressor coefficients. The apparent magnitudes m are calculated
from SDSS spectral decomposition, while σUV and τUV are derived from the light
curve fitting.
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The uncertainty on the distance modulus is,

σAGN
µ

2
= σ2

m + (ασlog σUV)2 + (β σlog τUV,RF)2

+ 2αβ cov(log σUV, log τUV,RF) + σ2
z + σ2

lens + σ2
s

(14)

where σm is the uncertainty in apparent magnitude, σlog σUV is the uncertainty in
the rest-frame UV variability amplitude, σlog σRF is the uncertainty in the rest-
frame UV damping timescale, σz is the uncertainty on the redshift, σlens is the
uncertainty from lensing, and σs is the intrinsic scatter in the relation. We adopt

σlens(z) = (0.060 ± 0.017) [dC(z)/dC(z=1)]
3/2

, where dC(z) is the comoving distance,
which extrapolates to higher redshift more accurately than the prescription from [72].
The cov(log σUV, log τUV, RF) term is the covariance between the UV amplitude and
damping timescale. We ignore the small covariance between other parameters.

The degeneracy between H0 and M0 requires us to calibrate our results to sources
farther down the distance ladder. We use the Cepheid-calibrated SN Ia measurements
from the Pantheon+ analysis [39] for this purpose. The SN Ia overlap with our sample
at redshifts of z ∼ 0.25 − 1.5. The distance moduli of the combined sample are,

µi =

{
µAGN
i i ∈ AGNs

µSN Ia
i i ∈ SN Ia.

(15)

We calculate µSN Ia
i following Equation 1 of [39], and we use the Cephied distances

for calibrator sources. The covariance is,

Cij =

{
δij (σAGN

µ,i )2 i ∈ AGNs

CSN Ia
ij i ∈ SN Ia,

(16)

where CSN Ia
ij is the total (statistical+systematic) covariance from [39].

The probability distribution of µi on the Hubble diagram is,

p(µi|zi, θ,C ) =
1√

2π|C|
exp

(
− 1

2
∆DT C−1 ∆D

)
(17)

where ∆Di = µi − µmodel(zi,C ) is the residual vector, C is the covariance matrix,
θ are the light curve fitting parameters and µmodel(zi,C ) = 5 log(dL(zi,C )/10 pc) is
the model distance modulus, which depends on the set of cosmological parameters,
C ∈ {H0,Ωm, wa, w0} (see [73]). The observed data likelihood is,

p(µ|m, z,C , θ,N) ∝
[ ∫

p(I=1|m, z) p(µ|m, z,C , θ) dm

]−n ∏
i∈Aobs

p(µ|m, zi,C , θ),

(18)
where n is the number of AGNs in the observed data set. The second term is the
product for the observed data set. The first term is the product for the missing data set,

13



marginalized over all possible values of the missing data and over the total number of
observed and missing AGNs N assuming a uniform prior in logN (e.g., [74, 75]). This
corrects for incompleteness, which is a function of redshift and apparent magnitude.
The selection function p(I=1|m, z) is the probability that a source with apparent
magnitude m and redshift z is included in the sample. Our method for estimating the
completeness function is described in Appendix A. We assume p(I=1|m, z) = 1 for
the SN Ia, because their magnitudes have already been bias-corrected [76]. We use
the dynesty nested sampler [77] to estimate the posterior probability density and
Bayesian evidence Z using d logZ = 0.01.

We compute the bias-corrected magnitudes by estimating the difference between
the completeness-weighted expectation value of the apparent magnitudes and the
model-predicted magnitudes.

∆m(z) =

∫
mp(µ|µmodel) p(I=1|m, z) dm∫
p(µ|µmodel) p(I=1|m, z) dm

−mmodel, (19)

where mmodel = M0 − µmodel. The bias-corrected apparent magnitudes are mcorr =
∆m(z) −m where m = m2500 Å are the observed apparent magnitudes. This corrects
for the systematic shift introduced by the preferential detection of brighter objects.
These bias-corrected magnitudes and distance moduli are only used for visualization
purposes in the bias-corrected figures. We always use the observed magnitudes and the
completeness function for inference of cosmological parameters through Equation 18.

1.5 Cosmological models

Parameter Prior Distribution
M0

SN U(−20,−18)

M0
AGN U(−26,−18)

αAGN U(−20, 20)
βAGN U(−20, 20)
log σs U(−2.2, 1.3)

H0 U(60, 80)
Ωm U(0, 1)
w0 U(−3, 1)
wa U(−30, 1)

Table 2 Prior distributions for
the cosmological model fitting.
The quantity U(a, b) indicates a
uniform prior between the
minimum value a and maximum
value b.
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Fig. 5 Same as Figure 4 but for the flat wCDM model where w is not fixed to -1.

We perform Bayesian inference of cosmological parameters using the likelihood
given by Equation 18 and uniform priors on all cosmological parameters (see Table 2).
We try three different dark energy models, all assuming a spatially flat Universe:

1. flat ΛCDM, in which dark energy is described by a cosmological constant with
equation-of-state parameter fixed at w = −1;

2. flat wCDM, in which the dark energy equation-of-state parameter w is constant;
3. flat w0waCDM, where the dark energy equation-of-state follows the Cheval-

lier–Polarski–Linder (CPL) parameterization w(a) = w0 + wa(1 − a), allowing for
redshift evolution.

Each cosmological model is fit to two data combinations. First, we analyze the
SN Ia + SH0ES sample from the Pantheon+ compilation, which includes over 1,700
uniformly calibrated spectroscopically confirmed SNe Ia to obtain precise distance
estimates. The SH0ES Cepheid ladder anchors the absolute luminosity scale of the
sample [78]. Second, we perform a joint fit combining SN Ia and AGN, extending the
redshift baseline and providing complementary constraints on the expansion history.

As shown in Table 3, our SN Ia only fits reproduce the results of Brout et al. [39]
to within 1σ across all models, confirming the robustness of our analysis pipeline. In
the flat ΛCDM and flat wCDM cases, we obtain H0 = 73.53 ± 1.01 km s−1 Mpc−1
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Fig. 6 Same as Figure 4 but for the flat ΛCDM model.

and Ωm = 0.33 ± 0.02, fully consistent with the Pantheon+ & SH0ES values of
H0 = 73.6 ± 1.1 and Ωm = 0.334 ± 0.018. Likewise, our inferred dark energy parame-
ters of w0 = −0.92 ± 0.18 and wa = −2.59 ± 3.08 are in excellent agreement with the
Pantheon+ & SH0ES values of w0 = −0.93 ± 0.15 and wa = −0.1+0.9

−2.0. Minor differ-
ences can be attributed to differences in the assumed priors and posterior sampling
codes. Figure 6, Figure 5 and Figure 4 show the resulting marginalized posterior distri-
butions for the cosmological parameters Ωm, H0 (for flat ΛCDM), w (for flat wCDM)
and w0, wa (for flat w0waCDM), respectively. The corresponding credible intervals
and Bayesian evidences are summarized in Table 3. We find that the inclusion of AGN
data at higher redshift leads to a modestly larger matter density for all models com-
pared to [39]. Additionally, the inclusion of AGN data pushes the wa constraints to
very negative values compared to lower redshift SN Ia only.

We compare cosmological models using the marginal likelihood, or Bayesian evi-
dence, Z, defined as the likelihood integrated over the prior volume. We kept the
adopted priors (Table 2) fixed across all models to ensure a fair comparison. Differ-
ences in the logarithm of the evidence, ∆ lnZ, provide a natural metric for relative
model plausibility [79]. A positive ∆ lnZ favors the model with larger evidence. For
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interpretability, ∆ lnZ can be converted to a Gaussian equivalent significance,

σeq =
√

2 ∆ lnZ, (20)

where σeq is the Gaussian equivalent significance [80].
We compute lnZ for three cosmological scenarios. The dynamical dark energy

model flat w0waCDM yields the highest evidence, lnZ = 5460.6 ± 0.2. Relative to
this preferred model, flat wCDM is disfavored at ∆ lnZ = 7.5± 0.2, corresponding to
3.9σ for AGNs in the range 0.44 < z < 3.16 and 3.8σ for the subset at 1 < z < 3.16.
The standard flat ΛCDM model fares worse, with ∆ lnZ = 11.5 ± 0.2, equivalent to
4.8σ over 0.44 < z < 3.16 and 4.4σ for 1 < z < 3.16. According to the Jeffreys’
scale [79], the flat w0waCDM model is decisively preferred over the flat wCDM and
flat ΛCDM models. We therefore conclude that the data favor a time-varying dark
energy equation of state over both constant-w and cosmological-constant models.

1.5.1 Cosmological Implications

The most favored cosmological scenario in our analysis is one with an evolving dark
energy equation-of-state. As shown in Sec. 1.5, we find 3.8−3.9σ evidence in support
of a “thawing model”, a flat w0waCDM in which the equation-of-state parameter is
highly negative at earlier epochs and increases with time, compared to flat wCDM.
Our improved constraints on w(z) are enabled by the extended redshift range probed
by AGN. However, we caution that at high redshift, the distance moduli are most
sensitive to the completeness corrections. Meanwhile, at low redshift, our data are
most affected by other sources of error like host galaxy contamination. Nevertheless,
an evolving dark energy would be in agreement with BAO results [25] and reinforces
hints from the DES-SN analysis [18].

Our results favor a cosmological model that deviates significantly from the standard
ΛCDM framework. As shown in Table 3, the inferred matter density Ωm = 0.57±0.02,
is substantially higher than both the Planck and DESI DR2 (DESI only) results. It
remains consistent within ∼ 1.5σ of the Ωm = 0.495+0.033

−0.043 obtained by the DES-SN
analysis [18] in their flat w0waCDM model, indicating that the Universe remained
more strongly matter-dominated over cosmic time. This leads to enhanced deceleration
and smaller luminosity distances compared to ΛCDM expectations. The dark energy
equation-of-state is described by w0 = −0.46 ± 0.40 and wa = −16.44 ± 5.70, with
a present-day value w0 that is less negative than a cosmological constant (w = −1),
leading to weaker late-time acceleration relative to ΛCDM. A strongly negative wa

implies a rapid evolution toward w(z) = wa at early times, causing the dark energy
density to decay faster than matter. Consequently, dark energy remains subdominant
throughout most of the expansion history and only becomes dynamically relevant at
recent epochs, never reaching the degree of dominance seen in ΛCDM.

Because our calibration is anchored to SN Ia, our inferred H0 is set by the SN Ia
distance scale. In our flat w0waCDM model, the enhanced matter content shortens the
age of the Universe to t0 = 11.26±0.20 Gyr, substantially younger than the ∼ 13.4 Gyr
age for the ΛCDM Universe from Planck data [17]. Such a short t0 is in immediate
tension with multiple stellar chronometers that independently point to a Universe
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Dataset H0
a Ωm w0 wa lnZ

flat ΛCDM
Pantheon+ & SH0ES 73.6± 1.1 0.334± 0.018 −1 – –
DES-SN5YR – 0.352± 0.017 −1 – –
Planck 2018 67.66± 0.42 0.3111± 0.0056 −1 – –
DESI DR2 – 0.2975± 0.0086 −1 – –
SN Ia 73.53± 1.01 0.33± 0.02 – – 886.6± 0.1
SN Ia + AGN 73.29± 1.02 0.36± 0.02 – – 5449.1± 0.2

flat wCDM

Pantheon+ & SH0ES 73.5± 1.1 0.309+0.063
−0.069 −0.90± 0.14 – –

DES-SN5YR – 0.264+0.074
−0.096 −0.80+0.14

−0.16 – –

DESI DR2 – 0.2969± 0.0089 −0.916± 0.078 – –
SN Ia 73.51± 1.02 0.30± 0.07 −0.95± 0.15 – 883.2± 0.1
SN Ia + AGN 73.93± 1.03 0.48± 0.03 −1.60± 0.18 – 5453.1± 0.2

flat w0waCDM

Pantheon+ & SH0ES 73.3± 1.1 0.403+0.054
−0.098 −0.93± 0.15 −0.1+0.9

−2.0 –

DES-SN5YR – 0.495+0.033
−0.043 −0.36+0.36

−0.30 −8.8+3.7
−4.5 –

DESI DR2 – 0.352+0.041
−0.018 −0.48+0.35

−0.17 < −1.34 –

SN Ia 73.28± 1.07 0.39± 0.10 −0.92± 0.18 −2.59± 3.08 882.2± 0.1
SN Ia + AGN 72.66± 1.08 0.56± 0.02 −0.45± 0.39 −16.73± 5.44 5460.6± 0.2

a Units: km s−1 Mpc−1.
Table 3 Marginalized cosmological parameters and bayesian evidence for the three cosmological
models tested in this work. We quote the median and 1 sigma uncertainty. We quote the SN Ia results
(without external priors) found from Pantheon+ & SH0ES [39] and DES-SN5YR [40]. We also show
the results from Planck 2018 analysis with CMB power spectra, CMB lensing reconstruction, and
BAO [17], and DESI DR2 (DESI only) [25]. The last two columns under each model are our results for
SN Ia and SN Ia + AGN.

older than ≳ 12 Gyr. The oldest Milky Way globular clusters date to ≳ 12–13 Gyr
[41–43]. White-dwarf cooling sequences reach 13.9 ± 0.8 Gyr with Gaia parallaxes
[81]. Nearby ultra-faint galaxies quenched early, with average quenching times of ≳
12.8 Gyr [82, 83]. Extremely metal-poor halo stars, including the Methuselah subgiant
HD 140283, likewise yield ≳ 12 Gyr [84, 85]. Reconciling our t0 = 11.26 ± 0.20 Gyr
with this ensemble would require substantial systematics across these independent
methods or nonstandard stellar physics.

1.6 Standardizability

Distances to standardizable candles are vulnerable to the circularity problem [86]. The
circularity problem refers to the degeneracy between cosmology and the correlation
parameters used to calculate the distances. To determine whether AGN variability is
a good distance indicator, we must establish that there is no redshift dependence in
the regression independent of cosmology and selection effects. We must also ensure
that the correlation is not purely due to selection biases. For example, only the most
luminous AGNs are likely to be detected at increasing distances.
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1.6.1 Selection biases

To test whether the correlation in our sample is simply due to selection biases
or redshift-dependent effects, we plot the “actual” M2500 Å values measured from
our PyQSOFit continuum fluxes against our “predicted” M2500 Å values from
Equation 13 in narrow redshift bins in Figure 7, using our best-fit flat w0waCDM
model parameters to compute the “actual” and “predicted” absolute magnitudes. We
find that our predicted 2500 Å absolute magnitudes track well with the actual absolute
magnitudes, despite the range in apparent magnitudes in each bin. Therefore, we con-
clude that there is no strong redshift or luminosity dependence. This test demonstrates
the validity of the standardization in our sample across redshifts.

1.6.2 Internal reddening

We expect intrinsic changes in the spectrum of the accretion disk with luminosity to
be captured by our luminosity relation. However, a possible systematic could arise
from variations in internal reddening with redshift and/or luminosity. AGNs with
significant internal reddening from dust in the torus will have over-estimated intrinsic
UV apparent magnitudes. To assess the impact of this internal reddening, we compute
the X-ray to UV luminosity ratio parameter, αOX = − log(L2 keV/L2500 Å)/2.605 (e.g.,
[87]), where L2 keV is the monochromatic 2 keV X-ray luminosity. We use the 2−10 keV
luminosities from version 2.1 of the Chandra Source Catalog [88] assuming our best-
fitting w0waCDM cosmology, and convert them to monochromatic 2 keV luminosities
using L2 keV = L2−10 keV

2−Γ
10 2−Γ−2 2−Γ 2 1−Γ. We assume an X-ray spectral index of Γ =

1.9, but do not apply a formal K-correction to the X-ray luminosities for consistency
with [31].

Type 1 AGN X-ray luminosities are relatively unaffected by dust reddening, so
we would expect to see residual trends with ∆αOX (difference between the actual
and predicted αOX using the relation of [87]) if systematic errors from reddening
are present. We plot the Hubble diagram residuals vs. αOX in Figure 8. We find
no significant residual trends with αOX, which indicates that variations in internal
reddening, while likely to contribute to the intrinsic scatter in our relation, are unlikely
to have a systematic impact on our cosmological inference. It is perhaps not surprising
that our standardization is insensitive to reddening, because we compare the variability
and apparent magnitudes at the same rest wavelength. This contrasts with previous
work comparing X-ray to UV emission in AGNs (e.g., [34]).

1.7 Physical origin of the luminosity–variability relation

The anti-correlation between UV variability driving power and bolometric luminos-
ity in active galactic nuclei (AGNs) may reflect luminosity-dependent changes in the
physical conditions and geometry of the accretion disk. In lower-luminosity systems,
UV emission arises at smaller radii where thermal timescales are short and magnetoro-
tational instabilities [89] can drive strong stochastic fluctuations. As the bolometric
luminosity increases due to higher accretion rates, the UV-emitting region shifts
outward to larger radii [90], where dynamical and thermal timescales are longer.
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The anti-correlation between UV variability driving power and bolometric lumi-
nosity may also partly arise from changes in the coherence of variability across the
accretion disk. If the disk is composed of inhomogeneous emitting zones of fixed phys-
ical size, then more luminous AGNs with larger disks would exhibit more spatial
averaging and thus more coherent, lower-amplitude fluctuations [91]. Alternatively,
if variability originates at a localized region in the disk and propagates outward via
Alfvén waves, then larger disks would exhibit diminished coherence and lower vari-
ability power at a given observing band due to increased propagation timescales and
damping effects. The latter interpretation may be consistent with recent observational
evidence of propagating waves of temperature perturbations that move across the disk
[92, 93].

An additional contributor could be the varying role of X-ray reprocessing. In
lower-luminosity AGNs, the X-ray corona can contribute a larger fraction of the total
bolometric output (e.g., [32]), and fluctuations in the X-ray emission can efficiently
irradiate and modulate the UV-emitting regions of the disk. This leads to enhanced
short-timescale UV variability driven by coronal variability, consistent with disk rever-
beration signatures observed in lower-luminosity systems (e.g., [94, 95]). In contrast,
more luminous AGNs tend to exhibit relatively weaker X-ray emission and reduced
corona-disk coupling, thereby diminishing the impact of reprocessed X-ray variability
on the UV light curves. This transition might reflect a change in the inner accretion
structure or a relative suppression of the coronal heating mechanism at high accretion
rates, possibly leading to deviations from standard thin disks (e.g., [96]).
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Appendix A Completeness curves

To quantify the selection efficiency of our AGN sample as a function of apparent
magnitude, we construct a completeness function p(I=1|m, z). We begin by adopting
the AGN luminosity function from [97] to represent the intrinsic distribution of AGNs
as a function of redshift and absolute magnitude. From this model, we generate a mock
sample of AGNs over a redshift range of 0.5 < z < 3.5 and the expected number of
AGNs for a given apparent magnitude and comoving volume. We calculate mi(z=2)
using the bolometric correction from [28, 98] and apply a K-correction following [99]
assuming a spectral index drawn from a normal distribution centered on αν = −0.5
and a width of 0.3 [99] to obtain m2500 Å (rest-frame), which is very close to the i band
central wavelength at z = 2. We estimate the scatter in this conversion by calculating
the standard deviation of the residuals, and convolve the selection function with a
normal distribution with this scatter. This procedure yields an estimate of the true
distribution of AGNs as a function of apparent magnitude and redshift in the absence
of selection effects.

Next, we compare the modeled apparent magnitude distribution to the observed
distribution of AGNs in our sample. We compute the ratio of the observed distri-
bution to the modeled distribution in bins of magnitude and redshift. This ratio is
the empirical completeness as a function of apparent magnitude and redshift. The
resulting binned completeness curve is then fit using linear interpolation to derive
the final completeness function that captures the varying selection efficiency resulting
from the redshift-dependent SDSS spectroscopic AGN selection and our light curve
quality cuts. The result is shown in Figure A2. This function is used as a weighting
factor in Equation 18, ensuring that our inferred cosmological parameters reflect the
intrinsic distributions rather than the flux-limited sample. To assess the systematic
errors from this procedure, we also used the X-ray luminosity function from [100] with
the X-ray bolometric correction from [97]. We assume an unobscured population with
20 < log(NH/cm−2) < 22, where NH is the hydrogen column density. We found this
does not change the results appreciably, and our inferred cosmological parameters are
essentially unchanged to well within 1σ.

Appendix B Rest–frame wavelength dependence

We investigate the rest–frame wavelength dependence of the variability amplitude
and damping timescale by fitting a smoothly broken power law using astropy’s
SmoothlyBrokenPowerLaw1D [101] to these parameters in each band, with the break
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fixed at 2500 Å. This model has the form σb/σUV ∝ λ
ησ, blue

RF and τb,RF/τUV,RF ∝
λ
ητ, blue

RF at λRF < 2500 Å and σb/σUV ∝ λ
ησ, red

RF and τb,RF/τUV,RF ∝ λ
ητ, red

RF at
λRF > 2500 Å. We fit the per–band measurements with errors and propagate the
quoted 1σ errors to the uncertainty bands in Fig. B. For the variability amplitude,
the best–fit blue and red slopes are ησ,blue = −0.70 ± 0.02 and ησ,red = −0.61 ± 0.02,
respectively. For the damping time, ητ,blue = 0.42± 0.04 and ητ,red = 0.49± 0.04, con-
sistent with an unbroken power law over our wavelength range. These trends reflect
the expected behavior from previous work, whereby variability weakens and charac-
teristic timescales lengthen toward the red. Our results broadly agree with previous
work. In particular, Yu et al. [29] report ησ = −0.746±0.030 and ητ = +0.388±0.083,
while Stone et al. [58] find ησ = −0.112+0.068

−0.070 and ητ = +0.336+0.111
−0.109.

Appendix C Light curve length

Maximum likelihood estimators are known to produce biased parameter estimates
when the light curve length is shorter than ∼ 10 times the damping timescale [12, 102].
Using Bayesian sampling techniques, subsequent work demonstrated that the severity
of the bias depends on the details of the prior distributions and parameter estimators
adopted [103]. In EzTaoX, the posterior median biases are ∼ 0.1 dex when ρout = 1/5
and 0.2 dex at ρout = 1 using uniform priors in log τ and log σ [61]. In addition
to these biases in the parameter estimates, [58] found that the damping timescales
became systematically longer using longer light curves of the same AGNs, even when
the lengths of the light curves considered were all greater than 10 times the DRW
timescale. [58] attribute this to an unaccounted for nonstationary process that acts on
timescales much longer than the damping timescale; a completely separate issue from
the [102] bias.

The lengths of the light curves in our sample vary from ∼ 2, 000 − 8, 000 days
in the rest frame depending on the redshift. Systematic differences in the recovered
parameters due to varying rest-frame light curve lengths over redshift could influence
our results across the Hubble diagram. To assess the potential bias in the inferred
light curve fitting parameters introduced by varying rest-frame light curve lengths,
we repeated our light curve fitting using a subset of AGNs with approximately uni-
form light curve durations. In this test, we clip the lengths of the light curves to
∼ 2, 400 days in the rest-frame at all redshifts. This choice of ∼ 2, 400 days results in
much more consistent light curve lengths without dropping high-redshift AGNs from
our sample. We perform this test with and without the linear detrending mean func-
tion (Equation 11). The results are shown in Figures C4 and C5. We find that the
inferred parameters are highly consistent between the uniform and varying rest-frame
length datasets when the detrending mean function is used. Disabling the detrend-
ing term preserves overall consistency within uncertainties, with a slight weakening of
agreement.

Appendix D Comparison with previous work

As an additional consistency test, we compare our inferred parameters using our light
curves with the DRW parameters inferred by [58]. [58] studied the variability of 190
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SDSS AGN in Stripe 82 using ∼ 20 year long gri light curves from SDSS, PanSTARRS,
and the Dark Energy Survey. These authors fitted DRWs to each band separately.
We again perform this test with and without the linear detrending mean function.
After our variability selection cuts, we find 188 common matches between our work
and [58]. The comparison is shown in Figures D6 and D7. We find that our variability
amplitudes are generally underestimated compared to [58], especially at low variability
amplitudes, when no de-trending is done. With de-trending, our variability amplitudes
are much better matched to the results of [58]. Our damping timescales are generally
consistent with the results of [58] as well, but the r and especially i band timescales
tend to be less correlated. We attribute this difference to our dataset having fewer
points in i.

Appendix E Broad line region contribution

To check that our inference for the relative strength of the continuum vs. BLR con-
tribution is reasonable, we plot the σBLR and σcont in each band versus redshift in
Figure E8. We find that the BLR contribution “wiggles” with redshift as the differ-
ent broad lines pass in and out of the observed frame filter bandpasses (e.g., [104]).
In particular, we see distinct bumps over the redshift range where the Hα, Hβ, and
Balmer continuum emission is expected. In contrast, the continuum amplitude dis-
plays a subtle decreasing trend with redshift, as expected if the continuum variability
amplitude anti-correlates with luminosity (since luminosity correlates with redshift).
Our work reinforces the idea that photometric reverberation mapping may be possible
with time domain surveys if reliable lags can be identified (e.g., [105–107]).
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[11] Suberlak, K.L., Ivezić, Ž., MacLeod, C.: Improving Damped Random Walk
Parameters for SDSS Stripe 82 Quasars with Pan-STARRS1. ApJ 907(2),
96 (2021) https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abc698 arXiv:2012.12907 [astro-
ph.GA]

[12] Burke, C.J., Shen, Y., Blaes, O., Gammie, C.F., Horne, K., Jiang, Y.-F., Liu, X.,
McHardy, I.M., Morgan, C.W., Scaringi, S., Yang, Q.: A characteristic optical
variability time scale in astrophysical accretion disks. Science 373(6556), 789–
792 (2021) https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg9933 arXiv:2108.05389 [astro-
ph.GA]

[13] Tarrant, A., Hinkle, J., Shappee, B., Kochanek, C., Hey, D., Auge, C., Payne,
A., Bolish, M., Yuk, H., Dai, X., Auchettl, K., Thompson, T., Treiber, H.: The
AGN Optical Variability Fundamental Plane. arXiv e-prints, 2501–12444 (2025)

27

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-111422-024107
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-111422-024107
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.04492
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/11/050
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/11/050
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.05618
https://doi.org/10.1051/aas:2000190
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0002368
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2007.12655.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2007.12655.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/0711.4844
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/698/1/895
https://arxiv.org/abs/0903.5315
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/721/2/1014
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/721/2/1014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1004.0276
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201527353
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.06737
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abc698
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.12907
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg9933
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.05389


https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2501.12444 arXiv:2501.12444 [astro-ph.GA]
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E., Giannini, G., Glazebrook, K., Graur, O., Gruen, D., Gruendl, R.A., Gutier-
rez, G., Hartley, W.G., Herner, K., Hinton, S.R., Hollowood, D.L., Honscheid,
K., Huterer, D., Jain, B., James, D.J., Jeffrey, N., Kasai, E., Kelsey, L., Kent,
S., Kessler, R., Kim, A.G., Kirshner, R.P., Kovacs, E., Kuehn, K., Lahav, O.,
Lee, J., Lee, S., Lewis, G.F., Li, T.S., Lidman, C., Lin, H., Malik, U., Mar-
shall, J.L., Martini, P., Mena-Fernández, J., Menanteau, F., Miquel, R., Mohr,
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Szalay, A.S.: Spectral Energy Distributions and Multiwavelength Selection of
Type 1 Quasars. ApJs 166(2), 470–497 (2006) https://doi.org/10.1086/506525
arXiv:astro-ph/0601558 [astro-ph]

[100] Ananna, T.T., Treister, E., Urry, C.M., Ricci, C., Kirkpatrick, A., LaMassa, S.,
Buchner, J., Civano, F., Tremmel, M., Marchesi, S.: The Accretion History of
AGNs. I. Supermassive Black Hole Population Synthesis Model. ApJ 871(2),
240 (2019) https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aafb77 arXiv:1810.02298 [astro-
ph.GA]

[101] Astropy Collaboration, Price-Whelan, A.M., Lim, P.L., Earl, N., Starkman, N.,
Bradley, L., Shupe, D.L., Patil, A.A., Corrales, L., Brasseur, C.E., Nöthe, M.,
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Fig. 7 Predicted absolute magnitude from Equation 13 vs. actual, bias-corrected absolute magnitude
M2500 Å in bins of redshift. The redshift ranges are shown in the upper left of each figure panel.
The number of AGNs in the bin are shown in the lower right of each panel. The solid magenta
lines show the y = x prediction. The dashed magenta lines are the ±1σ intrinsic scatter bounds.
The predicted absolute magnitudes track closely with the actual absolute magnitudes regardless of
redshift, indicating that our results are not due to a selection bias or redshift dependence. The filled
circles indicate AGNs where rest-frame 2500 Å is within the wavelength coverage of the spectrum. The
open circles are sources where rest-frame 2500 Å is beyond the wavelength coverage of the spectrum,
requiring an extrapolation of the AGN continuum.
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Fig. C4 Comparison of variability amplitudes (top row) and damping timescales (bottom row) in
g (left column), r (middle column), and i (right columns) bands from this work with the full ∼ 20 yr
long light curves and the same light curves cut to a uniform length in the rest frame of ∼ 6.5 yrs for a
subset of our AGN matched with [58]. This comparison includes the linear detrending mean function
to subtract long timescale nonstationary features that was not performed by [58].
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Fig. C5 Same as Figure C4 but without the linear detrending mean function.

1.0 0.5 0.0
log g (mag)
(Stone+21)

1.2

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

lo
g

g (
m

ag
)

(th
is 

wo
rk

)

AGN

1.0 0.5 0.0
log r (mag)
(Stone+21)

lo
g

r (
m

ag
)

(th
is 

wo
rk

)

AGN

1.0 0.5 0.0
log i (mag)
(Stone+21)

lo
g

i (
m

ag
)

(th
is 

wo
rk

)

AGN

2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0
log g, RF (days)

(Stone+21)

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

lo
g

g,
RF

(d
ay

s)
(th

is 
wo

rk
)

AGN

2 3 4
log r, RF (days)

(Stone+21)

lo
g

r,
RF

(d
ay

s)
(th

is 
wo

rk
)

AGN

2 3 4
log i, RF (days)

(Stone+21)

lo
g

i,
RF

(d
ay

s)
(th

is 
wo

rk
)

AGN

Fig. D6 Comparison of variability amplitudes (top row) and damping timescales (bottom row) in
g (left column), r (middle column), and i (right columns) bands from this work and the results of
[58]. This comparison does not include the linear detrending mean function to subtract long timescale
nonstationary features, for better consistency with [58] .
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Fig. D7 Same as Figure D6 but with the linear detrending mean function. The damping timescales
from Stone et al. [58] are longer than ours due to linear detrending.

2.5

2.0

1.5

1.0

0.5

0.0

BL
R,

ba
nd

AGN u AGN g AGN r AGN i

0 1 2 3
z

2.5

2.0

1.5

1.0

0.5

0.0

co
nt

,b
an

d

Ly
 1

21
6

C 
IV

 1
54

9

C 
III

] 1
90

9

M
g 

II 
27

98

AGN u

0 1 2 3
z

Ly
 1

21
6

C 
IV

 1
54

9

C 
III

] 1
90

9

M
g 

II 
27

98

BC

AGN g

0 1 2 3
z

C 
IV

 1
54

9

C 
III

] 1
90

9

M
g 

II 
27

98

H
 4

86
1

BC

AGN r

0 1 2 3
z

C 
III

] 1
90

9

M
g 

II 
27

98

H
 4

86
1

H
 6

56
3

BC

AGN i

Fig. E8 Variability amplitude as a function of redshift in each band for the BLR (top panels)
and continuum (bottom panels) for our AGN sample (black symbols). The locations of the major
broad emission lines and the Balmer continuum (BC) are indicated on each panel. The apparent gaps
and abrupt redshift edges arise from the exclusion of bands whose rest–frame blue edges fall shortward
of Lyα (1216 Å), where strong absorption and forest contamination suppress reliable continuum
variability measurements.
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