
Comments from Review 1

Reply from A. Odendaal

We acknowledge the importance of placing the possible contamination by BLS1s in perspective.
Due to the page limit of 6 pages, we could not greatly elaborate on this, but added the following
2 sentences at the end of paragraph 5 in Section 4:

“As explained in §1, figure 8 of [8] shows that Seyfert 1s with Γ & 3 are almost exclusively
NLS1s. Even though BLS1s can be expected to have similar infrared colours to NLS1s (e.g. [16]),
it is therefore very unlikely that the ss2RXS sample contains BLS1s, and the vast majority of the
182 known Seyfert 1s mentioned here can be considered to be NLS1s.”

The reviewer’s comment on the importance of chance coincidences is duly noted, but due to
the page limit and time constrictions on the corrections, such an analysis might rather form part
of a follow-up paper.
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Comments from Review 2

Reply from A. Odendaal

The positive comment from the reviewer is welcomed.

Additional changes to paper

• A sentence was added to the Acknowledgments section to thank the reviewers.

• The last sentence in paragraph 3 of section 3.1 was changed from “It is noted that the colours
of the Z06 NLS1s agree very well with the known colours of AGN candidates in general [16].”
to “The colours of the Z06 NLS1s agree very well with the known colours of broad-line AGN
candidates in general [16].”

• The word “almost” was added to the last sentence in paragraph 3 of the Introduction (Section
1), since this reflects the information in the cited figure in literature more accurately.

• In order to accommodate the text added to the paper upon the reviewer’s comments, a few
other very small linguistic changes were made here and there in the paper to save some space.
However, none of these brought about a change of meaning in the text.
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