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ABSTRACT
Giant radio galaxies (GRGs) are radio galaxies that have projected linear extents of more than 700 kpc or 1 Mpc, depending on
definition. We have carried out a careful visual inspection in search of GRGs of the Boötes LOFAR Deep Field (BLDF) image at
150MHz.We identified 74 GRGs with a projected size larger than 0.7Mpc of which 38 are larger than 1Mpc. The resulting GRG
sky density is about 2.8 (1.43) GRGs per square degree for GRGs with linear size larger than 0.7 (1) Mpc. We studied their radio
properties and the accretion state of the host galaxies using deep optical and infrared survey data and determined flux densities
for these GRGs from available survey images at both 54 MHz and 1.4 GHz to obtain integrated radio spectral indices. We show
the location of the GRGs in the P-D diagram. The accretion mode onto the central black holes of the GRG hosts is radiatively
inefficient suggesting that the central engines are not undergoing massive accretion at the time of the emission. Interestingly, 14
out of 35 GRGs for which optical spectra are available show a moderate star formation rate (10-100 M� yr−1). Based on the
number density of optical galaxies taken from the DESI DR9 photometric redshift catalogue, we found no significant differences
between the environments of GRGs and other radio galaxies, at least for redshift up to 𝑧 = 0.7.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Giant radio galaxies (GRGs) are radio galaxies that have linear ex-
tents of more than 700 kpc or 1 Mpc, depending on definition (Willis
et al. 1974; Schoenmakers et al. 2000a; Kuźmicz & Jamrozy 2012;
Kuźmicz et al. 2018). The total number of GRGs known to date is
relatively small, even though over the past 20 years their number has
increased substantially (Ishwara-Chandra & Saikia 1999; Schoen-
makers et al. 2000a; Lara et al. 2000; Machalski et al. 2001; Saripalli
et al. 2005; Machalski et al. 2006; Jamrozy et al. 2008; Kuźmicz &
Jamrozy 2012; Dabhade et al. 2017; Kuźmicz et al. 2018; Dabhade
et al. 2020a,b,c; Kuźmicz & Jamrozy 2021; Andernach et al. 2021;
Mahato et al. 2022). Their origin and the cause for their huge sizes
are still not understood.
In particular, it is unclear whether their environments or their host

properties are responsible for the large extent of GRGs (e.g, Subrah-
manyan et al. 2008; Safouris et al. 2009; Kuźmicz et al. 2019). The
environment of GRGs might play a key role, affecting the accretion
mode onto the central black hole and suppressing the expansion of
the radio lobes in the case the GRG resides in a dense region. This
would in turn lead to larger sources in more isolated galaxies (Dab-
hade et al. 2020a; Andernach et al. 2021). Alternatively, the large
size of these galaxies might be the result of a long-term evolution of
normal radio galaxies (Kaiser & Alexander 1997a,b).
The advent of large-area radio surveys, such as the Faint Images of
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the Radio Sky at Twenty-cm (FIRST, Becker et al. 1995),Westerbork
Northern Sky Survey (WENSS, Rengelink et al. 1997), NRAO VLA
Sky Survey (NVSS, Condon et al. 1998) and the Sydney University
Molonglo Sky Survey (SUMSS, Mauch et al. 2003) ushered in a
new era during which systematic studies of GRGs were carried out.
Early studies (Subrahmanyan et al. 1996; Saripalli et al. 1996; Mack
et al. 1998) investigated the radio properties of GRGs (such as the
axial ratio) finding similarities with those of smaller radio galaxies,
indicative of self-similarity in the evolution of such sources (Kaiser
& Alexander 1997a). These authors also found that GRGs preferen-
tially reside in low-density environments. Furthermore, Schoenmak-
ers et al. (2000a) and Lara et al. (2000) found their radio spectra to
be steep (0.8 < 𝛼 < 1.2) in the lobes of GRGs, corresponding to
ages of 10 -100Myr. More recently, Jamrozy et al. (2008), using data
from the Giant Metrewave Radio Telescope (GMRT, Ananthakrish-
nan 1995), estimated spectral ages in the range 5 - 40 Myr, observing
a steeper spectral slope at high luminosities and high redshifts. They
also found steeper spectra for larger GRGs. Safouris et al. (2009)
and Subrahmanyan et al. (2008) found that asymmetries in the radio
morphology of GRGs may be driven by the inhomogeneities of the
surrounding medium. In particular, both studies suggest that the jets
of GRGs expand into regions that are relatively sparsely populated
by galaxies. Machalski et al. (2008) argued that a combination of a
low-density environment and jet speeds of about 0.1c - 0.2c has led
to the formation of J1420-0545 which is now the second largest GRG
known (Oei et al. 2022) with a linear size of 4.69 Mpc.

Subsequent work tried to model the radio data to infer the age, the
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spectral index and the environment of GRGs (e.g. Machalski et al.
2007, 2009) confirming a spectral age between 10-100 Myr. In par-
ticular, Machalski (2011), using the DYNAGE algorithm (Machalski
et al. 2007), found a relation between the difference in value of the
exponent describing the external gas density profile (𝜌IGM ∝ 𝑟−𝛽)
for the opposite lobes and the ratio of their volume, suggesting the
non-uniformity of the environment of the GRGs.
More recent work on GRGs boosted the study providing larger

samples (Dabhade et al. 2017; Kuźmicz & Jamrozy 2021; Dab-
hade et al. 2020a; Andernach et al. 2021), but a clear theory of
the evolution of such radio sources is still missing. In those stud-
ies a few per cent of GRGs were found to reside in galaxy clusters,
challenging the idea that they are typically associated with under-
dense environments. According to these studies, GRGs have radio
powers similar to normal (i.e. smaller) radio galaxies, in agreement
with the evolutionary theory (Kaiser &Alexander 1997a). Altogether
these analyses revealed a prevalence of FRII (Fanaroff & Riley 1974)
morphology among GRGs, altough other morphologies have been
detected, such as double-double radio galaxies (DDRGs, Schoen-
makers et al. 2000b), Hybrid Morphology Radio Sources (HyMoRS,
Gopal-Krishna & Wiita 2002), which are radio galaxies with a FRI
type radio lobe on one side of the active nucleus and a FR II type lobe
on the opposite side, and Wide Angle Tailed radio galaxies (WAT,
Owen & Rudnick 1976).
Infrared and optical surveys can be exploited to identify GRG host

galaxies and investigate the galaxy distribution around them (e.g.,
Lan & Prochaska 2021). Among these surveys are the Panoramic
Survey Telescope and Rapid Response System (Pan-STARRS;
Flewelling et al. 2020), Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS; York et al.
2000; Stoughton et al. 2002; Alam et al. 2015), Dark Energy Spectro-
scopic Instrument survey (DESI; Dey et al. 2019; Zhou et al. 2021)
and theWide-field Infrared survey Explorer (WISE; Cutri et al. 2013;
Marocco et al. 2021). A large amount of data have been used to infer
information on the optical counterpart and the distribution of galax-
ies around GRGs (e.g., Lan & Prochaska 2021). For instance, the
SAGAN project (see Dabhade et al. 2020b, for details) aims to create
a catalogue of all GRGs published to date including the properties
of the host galaxies.
There is ample theoretical work on the evolution of radio galax-

ies (e.g. Burns et al. 1991; Kaiser & Alexander 1997b; Machalski
et al. 2021). Recent and refined studies investigated the propagation
of powerful jets and the impact with the surrounding environment
(interstellar or intergalactic medium) at distances of tens to hundreds
of kiloparsecs (Mignone et al. 2010; English et al. 2016; Hardcastle
2018; Perucho et al. 2021; Yates-Jones et al. 2022). However, the
computational limitations make the study of the long-term simula-
tions with an adequate resolution challenging.
The LOw-Frequency ARray (LOFAR Van Haarlem et al. 2013)

with its relatively high resolution and sensititvity to very low surface
brightness sources heralds a new era in the study of very large and
high redshift radio galaxies. In this paper we searched for GRGs in
the Boötes LOFAR Deep Field (BLDF) image at 150 MHz (Tasse
et al. 2021; Kondapally et al. 2021). The resulting sample contains
74, mostly newly detected, GRGs. By cross-matching with other
radio data, we obtained the radio spectral information and by cross-
matching with optical and infrared data, we inferred the properties
of the host galaxies as well as environments of the GRGs.
The outline of this paper is as follows: we describe the analysis

of the radio data, as well as the infrared data in Sec. 2. In Sec. 3 we
present the results of our analysis and compare them to previouswork.
Finally, we draw our conclusions in Sec. 4. Throughout this work we
adopt a flat ΛCDM cosmology with 𝐻0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1, Ωm =

0.3, ΩΛ = 0.7 and a radio source spectral index 𝛼 defined as 𝑆𝜈 ∝
𝜈−𝛼.

2 OBSERVATIONS AND MULTI-FREQUENCY DATA

The LOFAR Two-metre Sky Survey (LoTSS; Shimwell et al. 2017,
2019, 2022) is performed using high-band antenna (HBA) observa-
tions of the northern sky in the 120-168 MHz band and images at
both 20” and 6” resolution are available. The sensitivity of the latter
image is about 1𝜎 = 80 𝜇Jy beam−1. LoTSS provides the astrometric
precision that is required for multi-wavelength cross-matching. As
part of this survey, dedicated deeper observations have been carried
out of the Boötes, the Lockman Hole (Tasse et al. 2021) and the
ELAIS-N1 fields (Sabater et al. 2021). The long integration time
(> 80 hours) combined with a sensitivity to a wide range of angu-
lar scales, makes these deep fields ideal for a search for the faintest
and most distant GRGs. We have carried out a systematic search of
GRGs in the Boötes LOFAR Deep Field (centered on 14h32m03.0s
+34◦16′33′′ J2000) which covers an area of 26.5 deg2 and with a
noise level of ∼30 𝜇Jy beam−1 in the inner 3 deg2. A dedicated
search for GRGs in the other deep fields will be part of a future study.
The inspection of LOFAR images was carried out by eye. The

largest angular size (LAS) in arcmin, was measured on the full reso-
lution 6” image. Kuźmicz & Jamrozy (2021) showed that an estimate
based on 3-𝜎 contours would make the source appear larger by at
least one beam size for sources of FR-II type with bright compact
hotspots at the outer edges of their lobes. Therefore, while for FRI we
used the 3-𝜎 contours to measure the LAS, for FRII type GRGs we
measured the distance between the two opposite hotspots, identified
on VLA Sky Survey images (VLASS, Lacy et al. 2020) if available.
On the other hand, we believe that an angular sizemeasurement based
on the 3-𝜎 contours underestimates the real size of those sources of
FR I type, or those which have no clear terminal hotspots in their
lobes, some of which clearly extend beyond the 3-𝜎 contour. For
this reason, for the faintest GRGs we measure the angular size in a
straight line from one end of the source to the opposite one, care-
fully avoiding to push our measurement in regions where the radio
emission of the sources is not very clear. The same method has been
used to measure the angular size of bent sources; any measure dif-
ferent from this would imply assumptions on the 3D structure of the
source which we can only guess. We found 74 GRGs with a linear
extent larger than 0.7 Mpc (which we refer to as the "Boötes LOFAR
Deep Field" or BLDF-GRG sample). The only GRG reported in a
GRG catalogue is J1427+3625 in Kuźmicz & Jamrozy (2021), while
J1430+3519 was studied in the radio and X-ray band by Masini et al.
(2021). 16 GRGs were listed in other catalogues of radio galaxies but
they were published without their linear size (Williams et al. 2013;
van Weeren et al. 2014; Coppejans et al. 2015; Williams et al. 2016;
Mingo et al. 2022). Among our sample, 38 GRGs have a linear ex-
tent larger than 1 Mpc. The resulting sky density is about 2.8 GRGs
deg−2 for GRGs with linear size larger than 0.7 Mpc and 1.43 deg−2
for those larger than 1 Mpc. This result is in agreement with recent
work by Delhaize et al. (2021), who found two GRGs in the 1 square
degree COSMOS field, and higher than in Brüggen et al. (2021) who
found a sky density of radio galaxies with largest linear size > 0.7
Mpc of 1.7 deg−2 in ASKAP observation of the Abell 3395-Abell
3391. This field has similar noise level, but lower angular resolution
(10”) than the BLDF.
The host galaxies were identified using optical and infrared sur-

veys: SDSS (York et al. 2000), WISE (Wright et al. 2010) and its
multiple catalogues such as AllWISE (Cutri et al. 2013), unWISE
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(Schlafly et al. 2019) and CatWISE (Marocco et al. 2021), DESI
(Dey et al. 2019; Zhou et al. 2021) and Pan-STARRS (Flewelling
et al. 2020). Once the host galaxy has been identified we looked
for available redshifts (either spectroscopic or photometric) in mul-
tiple catalogues such as El Bouchefry (2009), Chung et al. (2014),
Brescia et al. (2014), Luo et al. (2015), Bilicki et al. (2016), Zou
et al. (2019), Duncan et al. (2021). If various redshifts were avail-
able for a single source we computed their mean. For spectroscopic
redshifts we do not report errors since they are generally more ac-
curate (typical errors are usually around 0.00015) than the precision
we can achieve on the linear sizes and luminosities given our errors
in measuring angular size and total flux. The identification of the
host galaxy in widely separated radio components without an ob-
vious core emission between them is challenging. We first checked
whether any of the outer components have a convincing host by it-
self. In such cases, they were recorded as separate extended radio
galaxies. If a convincing optical galaxy between the external radio
components is detected in neither optical nor infrared surveys, we
discarded the source as genuine GRG. On the other hand, we take
the presence of a host galaxy with AGN colour (e.g., Mateos et al.
2012; Assef et al. 2013) near the geometrical centre of the radio
galaxy as a strong sign of the genuineness of the GRG, even if that
host does not show a radio core. Furthermore, the presence of a radio
bridge or radio emission elongated along the suspected radio axis
sometimes indicates the structures to be connected. In case of uncer-
tainties about the likely host we chose the brighter or lower redshift
host. In such sources, the largest linear size (LLS) derived from the
LAS and redshift should serve as a lower limit. Three GRGs, namely
J1421+3521, J1423+3340 and J1434+3214C, do not have a redshift
estimate in any of the mentioned catalogues and they are not detected
in DESI DR9. The photometric redshift provided by the DESI DR9
photometric redshift catalogue (accessible via the NOIRlab portal1)
for the faintest objects is around 1.3. For this reason, we assumed
that the GRG hosts are located at redshift z=1.1-1.5. However, the
exact value of the redshift is quite irrelevant for converting LAS to
LLS since the LAS-z curve is practically flat in the relevant redshift
range (see the LAS-z diagram in sect. 3.2), so it does not affect the
LLS significantly.
We used the full resolution 6” images to measure the total radio

flux at 150 MHz. We prepared cutouts of 0.5 degrees on a side,
centered on the GRG host and integrated the flux of GRGs taking
into account only those pixels whose intensity is larger than 3𝜎rms,
where 𝜎rms is the noise level in the source neighbourhood. This
noise level varies with the distance from the centre of the BLDF
image, but it is rather constant within each cutout. The flux error
was calculated as

√︃
𝜎2rms + 𝜎2cal, where 𝜎cal is the uncertainty on the

calibration of the flux scale which is assumed to be 10% of the total
flux (Sabater et al. 2021). We measured the noise of the cutout, 𝜎rms,
via an iterative method. For each iteration, we calculated the rms,
we removed those pixels with an intensity larger than 5 times the
rms and, consequently, we re-measured the rms. The convergency
criterion is dictated by the difference between two consecutive rms
measurement; the treshold was set equal to 1%. Thus, wemultiply the
noise measurement by the square root of the area of flux integration,
measured in units of beam areas. We noticed that a 3-𝜎 clipping
applied to the faintest GRGs clearly underestimates the total flux of
the source as some genuine emission coming from the bridge is not
included. Thus, we integrated the flux of such sources, marked by an
asterisk appended to the fluxmeasure in Table A1, considering all the

1 https://astroarchive.noirlab.edu/portal/search/

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Survey,Reference Freq. N of 𝑆min,med 𝑃150min,med 𝑧med

GHz GRGs mJy W/Hz
Literature1 0.8/1.4 349 5.20,164 23.7,26.2 0.24
NVSS2 1.4 25 28.0,95.0 24.7, 25.8 0.22
LOTSS3 0.15 239 2.00,218 24.0,26.1 0.53
NVSS4 1.4 161 3.00,209 24.4,25.3 0.23
NVSS,SDSS5 1.4 76 —-,—- 26.0,26.7 0.82
RACS6 0.888 181 5.00, 40.0 24.0,26.4 0.66
BLDF, this work 0.15 74 3.6, 29.2 24.5,25.8 0.80

Table 1. Comparison between our BLDF-GRG and previous samples. Ref-
erences: 1-Kuźmicz et al. (2018), 2-Dabhade et al. (2017), 3-Dabhade
et al. (2020a), 4-Dabhade et al. (2020b), 5-Kuźmicz & Jamrozy (2021),
6-Andernach et al. (2021). References 5 and 6 are compilations of GRGs
with LLS larger than 1 Mpc, while all the others include GRGs with LLS >
0.7 Mpc.

pixels belonging to the region of the radio emission. Radio powers at
150 MHz for GRGs were calculated following Donoso et al. (2009):

𝑃150 = 4𝜋𝐷2𝐿𝑆150 (1 + 𝑧)𝛼−1, (1)

where 𝐷𝐿 is the luminosity distance, 𝑆150 is the measured radio
flux density at 150MHz, (1+ 𝑧)𝛼−1 is the standard k-correction used
in radio astronomy and 𝛼 is the radio spectral index for which we
adopted a typical value of 0.7. The median radio power is 𝑃med =

6.61 × 1025 W Hz−1 and the GRGs span a wide range of redshift,
up to 𝑧 ∼ 2.8, with a median redshift of 𝑧med = 0.80. Kuźmicz et al.
(2018) list 10 GRGs with 1023 < 𝑃1400 < 1024 at low redshift, while
Dabhade et al. (2017) and Dabhade et al. (2020a) found GRGs down
to Log(𝑃150)∼ 24. Themedian r-bandmagnitude of the host galaxies
in our BLDF-GRG sample is 21.68, compared to 20.7 for the 181
GRGs that Andernach et al. (2021) found by inspecting the 888-MHz
Rapid ASKAP Continuum Survey (RACS, McConnell et al. 2020),
showing the Boötes LOFAR deep field to allow finding fainter and
more distant radio galaxies. A quantitative comparison with some of
the most recent and largest samples of GRGs is shown in Table 1.
The columns are: (1) reference and survey used, (2) the observing
frequency, (3) number of GRGs in the sample, (4) minimum and
median flux of the sample at the observing frequency, (5) minimum
andmedian decimal logarithm of the power of the sample at 150MHz
calculated assuming a spectral index𝛼=0.7, (6)median of the redshift
of the host galaxies. It is worthwhile to notice that the median flux
of the BLDF-GRGs is the lowest among the reported samples, while
the median redshift is the second largest, only slightly surpassed by
Kuźmicz & Jamrozy (2021) who carried out a dedicated search for
extended radio galaxies with LLS>1 Mpc from spectroscopic QSOs
from SDSS DR14Q.
The list of our sources is provided in Table A1. A "C" appended

to the GRG name indicates that it is a candidate, meaning that either
the host itself, or its redshift, or its LAS are uncertain. Fig. A1 shows
the cutouts of the BLDF image around the GRGs. The size of these
cutouts is proportional to the LAS of the GRG and it is smaller than
the size of the cutouts used for the flux integration. The cyan circle
identifies the position of the galaxy host. Notes on individual GRGs
are reported in the appendix.

2.1 LoLSS and NVSS data

Data from radio surveys carried out at different frequencies allow an
analysis of the spectra of the radio sources. However, the low surface
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brightness of GRGs makes their detection challenging, especially at
higher frequencies. The only deep observation in the Boötes field
at higher frequencies is presented in deVries et al. (2002) although
the image is not available. Moreover, the APERture Tile In Focus
(Apertif) survey (van Cappellen et al. 2022) is not as complete as
NVSS in this region. For this reason, we looked for the BLDF-GRGs
in the NVSS (Condon et al. 1998) which covers the sky north of -40
deg declination at 1.4 GHz. The NVSS has an angular resolution of
45” and is very sensitive to sources with low surface brightness. The
rms noise level is 0.45 mJy beam−1 (Stokes I). Finally, the LOFAR
LBA Sky Survey (LoLLS, de Gasperin et al. 2021) covers the very
low-frequency (< 100 MHz) regime. The LoLLS Boötes deep field
was observed with the Low Band Antennas (LBA) at 34-75 MHz
for 56 hours (Williams et al. 2021). The integration time makes
this observation the first sub-mJy survey below 100 MHz, with an
rms noise of 0.7 mJy beam−1. The resulting image has an angular
resolution of 15”.

2.2 Infrared data

We cross-matched the GRG hosts with infrared data from the WISE
survey in order to determine the accretionmode of the central engine.
TheWide-field Infrared Survey (Wright et al. 2010) is an all-sky sur-
vey conducted in four spectral bands: W1 (3.4𝜇m), W2 (4.2𝜇m),
W3(12𝜇m), W4 (22𝜇m) with angular resolution 6.1, 6.4, 6.5, 12”,
respectively. AllWISE (Cutri et al. 2013) is the resulting catalogue
of the combination of WISE and NEOWISE (Mainzer et al. 2011)
surveys. The AllWISE source catalogue contains accurate positions,
proper motion measurements, four-band fluxes and flux variability
statistics.The CatWISE2020 (CWISE) catalogue contains objects se-
lected fromWISE and NEOWISE survey data at 3.4 and 4.6 𝜇m (W1
and W2) and it is the most extensive dataset of the full mid-infrared
sky. We found that the CatWISE catalogue often (in about 25% of
cases) provides multiple matches for a single position with a distance
between the matches less than the angular resolution of the telescope.
Moreover, often the source with the brighter magnitude appears with
lower S/N ratio, opposite to expectation. Furthermore, the catalogue
does not have data at 12 and 22 𝜇m that are used in the WISE color-
color diagram. Comparing the AllWISE and CatWISE magnitudes,
we found that the W1 and W2 magnitudes in both catalogues are
consistent with each other (see Fig. 1). We decided to use the All-
WISE data for our infrared analysis. The CWISE catalogue contains
fainter sources than AllWISE and eight of the GRG hosts are only
detected in CWISE. Hence, we did not consider these for the infrared
analysis. We noticed that two types of magnitudes are listed, namely
"Wipro" and "Wimag", where i=1,2,3,4 refers to the WISE band.
The former is the magnitude measured with profile-fitting photom-
etry, while the latter is the magnitude measured in an 8.25” radius
circular aperture centered on the source position (see Cutri et al.
2013, for more details) 2. The NASA/IPAC Infrared Science Archive
3 provides the WISE magnitudes "Wipro" and the associated errors
in the four bands.

2 https://wise2.ipac.caltech.edu/docs/release/allwise/expsup/sec2_1a.html
3 https://wise2.ipac.caltech.edu/docs/release/allsky/

Figure 1. Comparison between the magnitudes in the W1 (black) and W2
(blue) bands in the AllWISE and CWISE catalogue. The yellow line marks
the one-to-one relation.

3 RESULTS

3.1 Distribution of the largest linear sizes

The distribution of the LLS of the (giant) radio galaxies can give clues
as to whether GRGs are just extreme cases of the general population
of radio galaxies (RGs), or constitute an independent class of sources.
There are several distributions that describe either the extreme

values of another underlying distribution, such as the distribution of
the largest size for a given sample of RGs, or distributions for random
objects above a given threshold, such as the exponential, or the Pareto
distribution (see e.g. Coles 2001, for more details). GRGs are part of
the latter type of distributions as they are RGs whose size exceeds 0.7
Mpc. As a consequence, we restrict our analysis to exponential (as a
special case) and generalised Pareto (Coles 2001) distributions. The
latter is commonly used to estimate the probability of exceedances
over a high threshold (see Zaninetti & Ferraro 2008; Bouillot et al.
2015; Aschwanden 2015, for applications). The generalised version
of such a distribution is:

𝑓𝑃 (𝑥) =
1
𝜎

(
1 + 𝑐

𝑥 − 𝜇

𝜎

)−1− 1
𝑐
, (2)

where 𝑐 is the shape parameter. For 𝑐 > 0 the support of the distribu-
tion is 𝑥 ≥ 𝜇, while for 𝑐 < 0 it is limited to 𝜇 ≤ 𝑥 ≤ 𝜇 − 𝜎/𝑐. The
exponential distribution is a special case of the generalised Pareto
distribution obtained by taking the limit 𝑐 → 0:

𝑓𝐸 (𝑥) = 1
𝜎
𝑒−

𝑥−𝜇
𝜎 , 𝑥 ≥ 𝜇. (3)

In Eqs. (2) and (3), 𝜇 and 𝜎 > 0 are the location (the threshold value)
and scale parameters, respectively.
Recently, Oei et al. (in prep.) carried out a detailed analysis of the

distribution of the LLS using about 500 GRGs. Assuming a Pareto
distribution, the authors found a slope of −4, thus 𝑐 = 1/3 (see
Eq. 2). These authors mostly focused on local GRGs (𝑧 < 0.2) with
an angular size larger than 5′, while Andernach et al. (2021) observed
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a similar slope in the cumulative size distribution of a compilation
of GRGs found by visual inspection of sources in the RACS survey
(McConnell et al. 2020) complete down to an angular size of ∼ 2′
and independent of redshift, which resulted in 178 new GRGs larger
than 1 Mpc.
In this work, we carried out a simple statistical analysis on the LLS

distribution of our GRGs, using the complete sample of extended
RGs provided by Miraghaei & Best (2017) (MB17 hereafter). This
sample provides measurements of the largest linear sizes for 1329
extended RGs (we revised the measurement of the LAS at 1.4 GHz of
some sources and consequently re-calculated the linear size by using
the listed redshifts) with hosts selected from SDSS. The flux density
threshold of this sample is 40 mJy, which corresponds to roughly 200
mJy at LoTSS frequencies for 𝛼 = 0.7. The catalogue shows a lack of
RGs with linear extents smaller than 50 kpc and complete catalogues
for the smallest RGs are missing in literature (Capetti et al. 2017,
2020). For this reason, we did not include the RGs with LLS < 50
kpc in our analysis.
We usedmaximum likelihood estimation to fit the two distributions

to the LLS of our GRGs and the RGs listed in MB17. The parameters
of the fit are the location and scale parameters; the shape parameter,
𝑐, is considered only in the generalised Pareto distributions. In this
analysis, the location parameter is the minimum size of the RGs of
the two samples (50 kpc and 700 kpc for theMB17 and BLDF sample
respectively). Thus, we performed a Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test
between our samples and randomly generated data coming from the
resulting best-fit distributions for 1000 times, averaging the p-values
obtained from each iteration. Such a test is commonly used to decide
whether two samples derive from the same population; the closer the
p-value is to 0 the more confident we are in rejecting that the samples
were drawn from the exponential or Pareto distribution. The results
are summarised in Table 2 and we show the fit in Fig. 2. The location
and scale parameters are given in units of Mpc .
For the MB17 sample we found 𝑐 = 0.02 ± 0.01 when fitting the

generalized Pareto distribution, which indicates that the distribution
of the LLS is very close to exponential. The p-value resulting from
the KS test between the MB17 sample and the exponential distribu-
tion is 0.52, confirming that the exponential distribution provides an
acceptable description of the data. Similarly, both distributions are
reasonable fits to the sample of the LLS of the GRGs. The rather
small value of the shape parameter, 𝑐 = 0.22 ± 0.12, suggests that
also the LLS of the GRGs follows a fairly steep Pareto distribution.
It is also consistent with an exponential distribution with the same
scale parameter.
However, the scale parameters of the RG and GRG samples are

different. The scale parameter of the MB17 sample, which is 140
kpc, is well above the cutoff suggesting that the typical size of the
extended RGs is larger than 50 kpc. On the other hand, the scale for
GRGs is 0.52 Mpc which is below the cutoff, showing that GRGs are
indeed larger than the intrinsic scale of the distribution. These results
indicate that, even thoughwe are not probing the same distribution for
bothRGs andGRGs, an exponential distribution reasonably describes
the general features of both samples. The analysis also has some
limitations. First of all, the two samples are selected at two different
frequencies; in particular at 1.4 GHz the emission of cores is often
more prominent and lobes are usually more difficult to observe.
Moreover, MB17 selected only sources with a flux density larger
than 40 mJy at 1.4 GHz (∼ 200 mJy at 150 MHz for 𝛼 = 0.7), while
there are only 9 GRGs with a correspondingly larger flux density in
the BLDF sample. Furthermore, the BLDF sample is not complete in
the range 0.7 Mpc < LLS < 1 Mpc. These limitations might explain
the difference of the inferred typical scales of the two samples.

MB17 sample BLDF-GRG sample
Pareto 𝑐 = 0.02 ± 0.01,scale =

0.14 ± 0.01
𝑐 = 0.22 ± 0.12,scale=
0.52 ± 0.03

𝑝 = 0.47 𝑝 = 0.94
Exponential scale = 0.14 ± 0.01 scale = 0.52 ± 0.02

𝑝 = 0.52 𝑝 = 0.70

Table 2. Results of the fit to the linear size distribution of the RGs provided
fromMiraghaei & Best (2017) and the BLDF-GRG sample. According to the
p-value obtained by aKS-test, we cannot reject the hypothesis that exponential
and Pareto distributions fit the LLS distribution of both RGs and GRGs.

3.2 Redshift evolution and P-D diagram

We show the LAS-z diagram for our BLDF-GRG sample in Fig. 3,
along with some reference lines that represent the angular size of
the "standard rulers" of four different sizes as function of redshift.
On the upper and right sides of Fig. 3 we show the distributions
of redshifts and LAS, respectively. The red histogram in the upper
panel shows the distribution of the spectroscopic redshifts. It is worth
emphasising that the minimum required angular size of RGs to be
labeled as giant with LLS > 0.7 Mpc is 1.3′ and 2.0′ with LLS > 1
Mpc, and these minima occur near redshifts ∼1.7
In Fig. 4 we show the radio powers of BLDF-GRGs as a function

of redshift. The solid red line shows the evolution of the power of a
GRG with a surface brightness equal to 30 𝜇Jy beam−1 which is the
noise level of the BLDF in the inner 3 deg2. We approximated the
shape of GRGs by ellipses with a major and minor axis of 0.7 and 0.2
Mpc, respectively. The dashed blue line is the power of a point source
with a brightness of 30 𝜇Jy beam−1 as function of redshift. These two
lines correspond to the flux-limit of the Boötes LOFAR survey and
they provide a lower limit for the observed radio power. This result
suggests that the clear trend we observe, with more powerful RGs at
high redshifts, is likely due to a combination of the Malmquist bias
and the surface brightness dimming proportional to (1 + 𝑧)−4 which
is certainly important for extended or diffuse sources. Furthermore,
inverse-Compton losses, due to interaction of the relativistic electrons
with CMB photons will be larger than synchrotron radiative losses
in the evolution of the lobes of giant radio sources (Machalski et al.
2001; Konar et al. 2004). Inverse-Compton losses are proportional
to the initial energy of the CMB photon, leading to larger energy
losses at high redshift due to the increasing CMB energy density
which is proportional to (1 + 𝑧)4. Note also that in Fig. 4 there may
be an artificial clustering at z≈1 due to photometric redshift values
in DESI DR9 rarely exceeding 𝑧 ≈1.1.
The P-D diagram shows the relation between the radio power at

a specific frequency and the linear size (Baldwin 1982). With such
a diagram it is possible to trace the evolution of RGs (Ishwara-
Chandra & Saikia 1999; Machalski et al. 2004). The P-D diagram
of our BLDF-GRG sample along with GRGs from recent samples
(Dabhade et al. 2017, 2020a,b;Kuźmicz& Jamrozy 2021;Andernach
et al. 2021) is shown in Fig. 5. We used a standard spectral index,
𝛼 = 0.7, to compute the power at 150 MHz for those sources with a
flux estimated at other frequencies. As found before (e.g., Ishwara-
Chandra & Saikia 1999; Kuźmicz & Jamrozy 2012; Dabhade et al.
2020a; Kuźmicz & Jamrozy 2021), the larger RGs are less powerful.
A deficit of GRGs is clearly visible in the upper-right corner, where
powerful and large RGs should reside, suggesting that the luminosity
of RGs decreases as they evolve to giant radio sources which is likely
the latest stage of the evolution according to models (e.g., Kaiser
& Alexander 1997a). The electron energy losses due to adiabatic
expansion and radiation over the lifetime of the lobes could cause
such a deficit. Fig. 5 also shows a lack of GRGs with large linear sizes
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Figure 2. Top panel: Distribution of the largest linear sizes of a sample of
RGs provided by Miraghaei & Best (2017). Lower panel: Distribution of the
largest linear sizes in the BLDF-GRG sample. The solid red and dotted orange
lines are the best fit of the Pareto and exponential distribution respectively.
The 𝑦-axis represents the probability that a (G)RG has a certain LLS.

and small radio powers. This result might suggest that RGs have to
be powerful enough in order to reach the largest sizes. However, the
most extended RGs have a rather low surface brightness, thus their
detection becomes more difficult with increasing size. As a matter
of fact, we have been starting to observe large (> 1 Mpc) and faint
(∼ 1024WHz−1) GRGs only with the most recent observations with
LOFAR and ASKAP (Andernach et al. 2021).

Figure 3. The LAS-z diagram in the BLDF-GRG sample along with some
reference lines of four "standard rulers", whose sizes are listed in the upper-
right legend. Their distributions in redshift (upper panel) and LAS (right
panel) are also shown. The red histogram shows the spectroscopic redshifts.

Figure 4. The relation between the radio power at 150 MHz, 𝑃150, and the
redshift, 𝑧, in the BLDF-GRG sample. The solid red line shows the power
of a GRG with a surface brightness equal to the noise level of the BLDF
and integrated over its respective area of emission, at various redshifts. The
dashed blue line traces the redshift evolution of the power of a point source
with a flux density equal to 30 𝜇Jy beam−1.

3.3 Spectral indices

Radiative ageing affects the radio spectra since more energetic elec-
trons suffer higher energy losses and, consequently, have shorter
lifetimes. This induces a steepening of the spectra at high frequen-
cies (& GHz) and the spectral index can give an estimate of the age of
a radio source. In order to compute the integrated spectral index (i.e.,
estimated from the total flux of the source) we performed the follow-
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GRGs in the Boötes deep field 7

Figure 5. P-D diagram that shows the specific power at 1500 MHz versus the
LLS of the BLDF-GRGs. Other GRG samples are included for comparison,
such as Dabhade et al. (2017), Dabhade et al. (2020a), Kuźmicz & Jamrozy
(2021), Dabhade et al. (2020b) and Andernach et al. (2021). The high sensi-
tivity of the observations in this field enables us to detect several new GRGs
at lower power (∼ 1024W Hz−1).

ing steps: First, we convolved the higher-resolution images (LoLLS
and LBDF) to the (lower) resolution of 45” of NVSS and regridded
the images to a size of 0.2◦ centered on the sky coordinates of the
source. This step is necessary because the measured flux can change
with the resolution of the image. We performed sigma-clipping at a
level of 3𝜎rms, where 𝜎rms is the rms noise of the individual con-
volved image, and integrated the flux of the sources. If the source is
undetected in the NVSS, we considered an upper limit for the flux
of such source equal to 3𝜎rms. For sources that are detected neither
in NVSS nor in LoLSS we did not estimate the spectral index. We
also excluded those GRGs that were blended with other sources after
convolution. Once the fluxes at different frequencies are calculated,
we performed a linear regression to calculate the spectral indices. In
order to compute a more robust error, we carried out a simple boot-
strapping to determine the errors in the fit parameters. This routine
generates Gaussian-distributed random fluxes whose mean is equal
to the initially estimated flux and a standard deviation that is deter-
mined from the error of this flux. Then, a fit is performed for each
dataset and the final variance of the multiple fits is used as the error
of the spectral index.
In Fig. 6 we show the relation between the spectral index and

the linear size in our BLDF-GRG sample. We find spectral indices
around 0.8 and no substantial spectral steepening with increasing
LLS, mainly because the integrated flux is dominated by the re-
gions with recently injected or re-accelerated particles (the core and
hotspots). Moreover, Fig. 7 does not suggest a relation between the
spectral index and the redshift. On the other hand, Dabhade et al.
(2020b) recently found a weak correlation between the spectral index
and linear size and the redshift in a larger sample of GRGs, in agree-
ment with Blundell et al. (1999) and Jamrozy et al. (2008). Large and
complete samples are needed to establish whether GRGs exhibit a

Figure 6. Spectral index in the range 50-1400 MHz for the BLDF-GRG
sample against the linear size. The typical slope of radio spectra in such RGs
is about -0.8, which is denoted by the red line. GRGs do not show a substantial
steepening at the largest linear extent, mainly because we detect the regions
with recently injected or re-accelerated particles (e.g., hotspots).

correlation between these properties, as well as high-resolution spec-
tral index maps to trace a possible steepening of the spectra along the
lobes. We also discuss the contribution of the core to the total flux at
150 MHz, that is the core fraction, 𝑓𝑐 , defined as the ratio between
the flux of the core and the total flux. The emission of the core of the
RGs is dominated by the recent ejecta launched by the central black
hole and it usually has a flatter (𝛼 < 0.5) or inverted spectral index
(𝛼 < 0) (Konar et al. 2004, 2008). This would in turn flatten the
integrated spectral index calculated from the total flux of the radio
source. Thus, we calculated the flux of the core of GRGs in the BLDF
image. In case of absence of core emission or indistinguishable core,
we did not calculate the flux. Fig. 8 shows the integrated spectral
index against the core fraction. For better visualisation, all spectral
indices are treated as absolute measurements with a relative error,
irrespective of whether they are upper limits or not. An expected
trend of the spectra becoming flatter for larger values of 𝑓𝑐 can be
seen and for 𝑓𝑐 ≈ 0.2 the spectral index is about 0.5. This indicates
a flattening of the integrated spectral index induced by the relatively
large contribution of the emission of the core of some GRGs. Such
a core fraction suggests that most GRGs are not entirely passive and
might be in a phase of restarted activity.

3.4 HERG and LERG dichotomy

Based on their optical spectra, AGN can be classified as High-
ExcitationRadioGalaxies (HERG) andLow-ExcitationRadioGalax-
ies (LERG). The former have an accretion rate onto the black hole
between one and ten per cent of the Eddington ratio. They are hosted
by bluer, star-forming galaxies and lower-mass black holes. In con-
trast, LERGs are likely hosted by high-mass galaxies with a central
black hole that experiences accretion below one percent of the Ed-
dington limit (Best & Heckman 2012).
The host galaxies in our BLDF-GRG sample are usually too faint

to allow a SED fitting and provide a classification based on the
optical spectra. Nevertheless, mid-IR data can be used to classify
AGN (Assef et al. 2010; Jarrett et al. 2011; Stern et al. 2012; Mateos
et al. 2012; Assef et al. 2013). Gürkan et al. (2014) have shown
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Figure 7. Spectral index in the range 50-1400 MHz for the BLDF-GRG
sample against the redshift of the host galaxies. The spectral index does not
show a clear trend with redshift.

Figure 8. Spectral index in the range 50-1400 MHz for the BLDF-GRG
sample against the core fraction 𝑓𝑐 . Due to the increasing contribution of the
core to the total emission, the radio spectra flatten in the range 0 < 𝑓𝑐 < 0.2,
while the spectral index is constant for larger values of the core fraction.

that HERGs and LERGs have different mid-IR luminosities. The
former are mostly luminous sources in the infrared band and an
empirical cutoff can be drawn in the 22𝜇m - 151 MHz luminosity
plot (e.g., Fig. 9), with LERGs showing a mid-IR luminosity below
4−5×1043 erg s−1 (4−5×1036W).Moreover, while LERGs lie in the
bottom-left region of the WISE colour-colour plot (which is shown
in Fig. 10), HERGs are mostly located on the right side. The 𝑦-axis is
the difference between the magnitude in the W1 and W2 band, while
the 𝑥-axis shows the colour obtained fromW2 and W3. Fig. 9 shows
the relation between the radio power at 150 MHz and the infrared
power at 22𝜇 m for the BLDF GRGs. It is worth noting that most of
our sources have values or upper limits for the infrared power below
the orange horizontal line, indicating that in our sample the optical
host galaxies are predominantly LERGs. This is also confirmed by
the WISE colour-colour plots (Fig. 10; W2-W3 vs W1-W2). In this
figure, we coloured the host galaxies according to the classification

Figure 9. Infrared (22𝜇m, W4) - radio (150 MHz) power plot for BLDF-
GRG sample. The arrows are upper limits with a signal-to-noise ratio lower
than 2 in the W4 band. The orange line is an empirical boundary between
HERGs and LERGs (Gürkan et al. 2014). The plot indicates a predominance
of LERGs in our sample. The red points are either spectroscopically identified
quasars or candidate quasars.

into HERGs (black) and LERGs(blue) suggested from Fig. 9. Even
though only a few sources lie in the region delimited by W1 - W2
< 1 and W2 - W3 < 2.5 (namely the LERGs region), almost all of
them are upper limits (arrows), in agreement with Fig. 9, and may
shift into the LERG region with deeper mid-infrared observations. A
source has an upper limit in the infrared power if the signal-to-noise
ratio is lower than 2, either in the W3 or W4 band. The red points
in both plots are either spectroscopically identified quasars or quasar
candidates in our sample and lie in the upper region (W1 -W2 & 1
and W2 - W3 & 2). Our sample is drawn from the faintest sources,
which poses a limitation to our analysis since most of the GRG hosts
are not detected in the W4 band.
Best et al. (subm.) and Mingo et al. (2022) provide an AGN clas-

sification into HERG and LERG performed by SED fitting in the
optical band. Therefore, we validated our results by crossmatch-
ing our BLDF-GRG sample with these catalogues. We found 35
matching GRGs, of which only ten are radiatively efficient AGN.
Recently, Mingo et al. (2022) reported that the majority of FRII
galaxies experience low accretion rates, especially for the low-power
(𝐿150 < 1026WHz−1) AGNpopulation. Here, we confirm this result
for GRGs as most of them seem to be in a radiative inefficent mode,
regardless of the radio power. Based on the excitation state, it does
not appear that GRGs are undergoing massive, radiatively efficient
accretion at the present time. However, it is possible that the central
engine has gone through a series of recurrent AGN events that have
allowed the GRGs to grow to its extreme size.
During the inspection of the BLDF, we found 152 extended RGs

which have a linear size in the range 10-700 kpc. We selected the
RGs by angular size, trying to be reasonably complete for LAS &
1.3′. For this reason, only 3 of them have a linear extent smaller
than 100 kpc. We compared the stellar mass and star formation rate
(SFR) of GRGs and smaller radio galaxy (RG) hosts in Fig. 11.
The total sample contains 243 sources (GRGs+RGs), 87 (35 GRGs
and 52 RGs) of which have either SFRs or stellar mass values from
either Best et al. (subm.) or Mingo et al. (2022). In our sample,
GRG hosts have high stellar masses (> 1010.5𝑀�) and the median
decimal logarithm of the stellar mass for RGs (11.24) and GRGs
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GRGs in the Boötes deep field 9

Figure 10.WISE colour-colour diagram in the BLDF-GRG sample. Red dots
mark either spectroscopically identified quasars or candidate quasars. Almost
every GRG host lies in the HERG region of the plot. However, half of them
are upper limits (arrows), which means that the source has a signal-to-noise
ratio smaller than 2 in the W3 band. The classification as HERGs or LERGs
is based on the infrared power relation criterion (Fig. 9).

(11.13) is similar. Nevertheless, the distribution of GRG hosts shows
an excess of stellar stellar masses lower than M∗ = 1011.5M� with
respect to RG hosts. The result is in agreement with previous studies
which claimed that GRGs are usually hosted by luminous elliptical
galaxies dominated by the emission of evolved giant stars (Lara et al.
2001; Machalski et al. 2001; Clarke et al. 2017; Dabhade et al. 2017;
Seymour et al. 2020). These are effectively dead systems in which
most of the star formation and black hole growth have already come
to an end, suggesting that GRGs are the last stage of the evolution of
RGs. However, very rare, massive spiral galaxies that host relativistic
jets and lobes that extend to Mpc scale have been found as well (e.g,
Mao et al. 2015, and reference therein). Moreover, Kuźmicz et al.
(2019) performed a detailed analysis of the star formation history in
a sample of GRGs finding an ’intermediate’ stellar population with
an age between 9 · 108 − 7.5 · 109 yr, besides the common old stellar
population residing in the host galaxies (𝑡 > 1010 yr). Similar results
have been found in the GRG ESO 422–G028 by Zovaro et al. (2022).
This is indicative of star formation activity at least in some GRG
hosts, as shown in the lower panel of Fig. 11. In fact, we see an
excess of GRGs at SFR values of 10-100 M� yr−1 with respect to
RGs.

3.5 GRG environment

Several studies have addressed the role of the environment in the
evolution of RGs in the past. It is known that only a small percentage
of GRGs reside in galaxy clusters or groups (e.g., Dabhade et al.
2020a; Andernach et al. 2021) and it is commonly believed that the
intracluster medium can frustrate the expansion of jets and lobes
in the local environment (Subrahmanyan et al. 2008; Safouris et al.
2009).
We tested the conjecture that GRGs are preferentially located in

underdense environments using photometric redshifts from the DESI
Legacy Imaging Survey (Dey et al. 2019), assuming that the galax-
ies trace the distribution of the intergalactic medium. The DESI
DR9 photometric redshift catalogue includes observations from the

Figure 11. Upper panel: Distribution of the stellar mass in GRG (blue) and
RG (red) hosts. The former are usually very massive galaxies (> 1010.5𝑀�),
while the latter that span the entire range from 1010 to 1012𝑀� . Lower panel:
SFR distribution for GRGs (blue) and RGs (red). The distribution of GRGs is
uniform, indicating star formation activity in at least 10 out of 23 GRG hosts.

Beĳing-Arizona Sky Survey (BASS, Zou et al. 2017), DECam
Legacy Survey (DECaLS) andMayall z-bandLegacy Survey (MzLS)
(Dey et al. 2019). In order to look for differences in the environments
ofGRGs and ordinaryRGs,we performed this analysis for ourBLDF-
GRG sample, as well as for the sample of smaller RGs we found in
the BLDF. Due to the depth limit of the DESI survey, we restricted
our analysis to 𝑧 < 0.7 yielding 35 GRGs (23 of which have linear
sizes larger than 1 Mpc) and 96 RGs. To examine the source environ-
ments, we first have to create a volume-limited sample, by cutting out
those galaxies with an absolute magnitude (luminosity) in the 𝑟 band
brighter than the absolute magnitude (luminosity) of a galaxy with
an apparent magnitude equal to the flux limit, in the 𝑟 band, located
at the maximum redshift considered (𝑧 = 0.7). Such a cut limits our
analysis since it is based on the most luminous galaxies which are
the rarest as well. As a consequence, we might miss galaxies that are
members of galaxy clusters and understimate the overdensities. We
then performed a similar analysis dividing the sample into three red-
shift bins, 0 ≤ 𝑧 < 0.3, 0.3 ≤ 𝑧 < 0.5, 0.5 ≤ 𝑧 < 0.7. This method
enables us to utilise a larger number of galaxies at low redshifts and
increase the robustness of the measurement of the overdensities. The
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Figure 12. Distribution of the surface number density of galaxies within 10
Mpc of the GRGs (blue) and RGs (grey). According to the KS test, we cannot
rule out the hypothesis that the samples are drawn from the same distribution
at a level of significance of 90%. Nevertheless, the figure shows that GRGs
have a tendency to reside in underdense environment.

results of the two analyses are similar and, due to the poor statis-
tics of the second method, we decide to report the findings of the
first method described. We counted the number of galaxies within a
sphere with a radius equal to a comoving distance of 10 Mpc centred
on the coordinates of the (G)RG hosts. We approximated the redshift
of the source with the redshift value reported in Tab. A1, without
taking into account the error. We show the distribution of GRGs
(blue) and RGs (grey) with surface number density of galaxies, Σgal,
within 10 Mpc in Fig. 12. When testing for differences in the galactic
environments around GRGs and RGs, the KS test yields a p-value of
0.17. This result shows that there is no evidence that GRGs reside in
environments different from other RGs, in agreement with Komberg
& Pashchenko (2009) and Lan & Prochaska (2021).
Dividing the sphere of radius 10 Mpc into 15 shells with equal

volumes, we compute the radial profile of the surface number density
of the galaxies (Fig. 13). GRGs have a tendency to reside in sparser
environment with respect to ordinary RGs as the latter have a larger
number density of galaxies at almost every radius. However, the
p-value of 0.83 of a KS test comparing GRGs with ordinary RGs
suggests that this result is not statistically significant.
Our results are in agreement with Oei et al. (2022), who found

the largest GRG known to date (LLS=5 Mpc, 𝑧 = 0.25) and it has
only 5 galaxies within 10 Mpc, leading to a surface number density
of 0.05 Mpc−2, and does not have a single galaxy within 5 Mpc.
The value of the surface number density and the number of the
galaxies are similar to those reported in Lan & Prochaska (2021),
albeit a direct comparisonwith their radial profile is impossible as the
authors considered only the neighbouring galaxies within a sphere
of radius 𝑅 = 1 Mpc centred on the GRG hosts. Finally, we studied
the location of the galaxies close to the GRGs with respect to the
direction of the major axis of the source or that of the lobe expansion.
With such an analysis, we tested the hypothesis whether jets expand

Figure 13. Radial distribution of the surface number density of galaxies
within 10 Mpc of the GRGs (blue) and RGs (grey). The KS test suggests that
the two populations inhabit similar environments.

preferentially into the direction of underdense regions.We calculated
the acute angle, Δ𝜃, between the vector connecting the GRG host
with each of the neighbouring DESI galaxies and the orientation of
the source major axis, with Δ𝜃=0 indicating a neighbouring galaxy
along the major source axis, and Δ𝜃=90◦ a galaxy which is located
perpendicular to the sourcemajor axis. The distribution ofΔ𝜃 appears
uniform (Fig. 14). To test this, we carried out a simple bootstrapping
to generate 1000 random uniform distributions of the same size as
the number of GRGs of our sample, and then performed a KS test
comparing our distribution with each of these generated samples,
yielding a median p-value of 0.6.
Based on a sample of 19 GRGs in the redshift range 0.05-0.15,

Malarecki et al. (2015) found that GRG hosts live in overdense en-
vironments and that GRG lobes are shorter on the side that has a
higher concentration of galaxies. Our analysis of the environment
suggests that GRGs have a tendency to reside in underdense regions,
even though a similar results is found for RGs as well. We found that
the environment of GRG hosts on larger scales than 1-2 Mpc is not
related to the orientation of the source major axis. As a consequence,
only the inhomogeneities in the surrounding mediumwithin∼ 1Mpc
might play a major role in the radio galaxy evolution. Previous stud-
ies have shown that asymmetries in radio morphology (e.g., length
of the lobes) can be attributed to a density gradient of the external
medium (Konar et al. 2008; Safouris et al. 2009; Subrahmanyan et al.
2008; Malarecki et al. 2015; Machalski 2011).
Some former studies have suggested an evolution of the linear

sizes of RGs with redshift, which might be explained by the redshift
evolution of the intergalactic medium (Kapahi 1989; Machalski et al.
2007; Onah et al. 2018). However, Brüggen et al. (2021) found no
dependence of the median linear size or the median radio luminosity
on the redshift and hence no evidence for cosmological evolution of
the population of GRGs. In our sample, the linear sizes of RGs do not
show a decrease up to 𝑧 = 2, even though the scatter is large. At higher
redshifts the sample is too small to establish a trend (Fig. 15). Due
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Figure 14.Distribution of the orientation of galaxies surrounding GRGs with
respect to the direction of the expansion of jets. The distribution is consistent
with being uniform.

Figure 15. LLS-z scatter plot in our sample which includes both GRGs and
RGs. The two variables do not show any decreasing trend up to 𝑧 = 2. The
red line marks the selected threshold of 0.7 Mpc.

to the sensitivity limitations we are not able to detect extremely large
sources, especially those with low radio powers at higher redshift.
Moreover, ∼ 80% of the BLDF-GRG have a redshift larger than 0.5,
favouring the idea of GRGs being rare, so they are mainly detected
at high redshift. We find that the volume number density of GRGs is
ngrg (zmax = 1.8) = 1.00 (100 Mpc)−3 (we excluded the only GRGs
with 𝑧 > 2) which is smaller than the estimate predicted by Oei et al,
in prep. who used a sample of 525 GRGs at relative low redshift.

4 CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we carried out a detailed search for GRGs in the Boötes
LOFARdeep field at 150MHz (Tasse et al. 2021) wherewe identified
74 GRGs with a linear size larger than 0.7 Mpc. The highest redshift
GRG in our sample is a spectroscopically confirmed quasar at 𝑧 =

2.84.
We studied the properties of the host galaxies using deep opti-

cal and infrared survey data such as SDSS, DESI and WISE. We
cross-matched our GRGs in the LOFAR LBA and NVSS images and
investigated their integrated spectral index. Finally, the DESI DR9
photometric redshifts enabled us to inspect the environment in which
GRGs reside. The main results can be summarised as follows:

• The GRG surface number density based on our sample is 2.8
GRGs deg−2, which is higher than the estimates previously reported
in the literature (e.g., Delhaize et al. 2021; Brüggen et al. 2021).

• The P-D diagram shows a lack of GRGs with large linear sizes
(> 2Mpc) and large radio powers (𝑃150 > 1027WHz−1), suggesting
an evolution of the radio luminosity of such sources. In particular,
the adiabatic expansion and radiative losses play a role. On the other
hand, the high sensitivity of the Boötes LOFAR Deep Field allowed
us to detect GRGs at smaller radio powers (1024W Hz−1) at 150
MHz (or 3 · 1023W Hz−1 at 1.4 GHz for 𝛼=0.7).

• The integrated spectral index is independent of the linear size
of the GRG. In our analysis we find spectral indices of 𝛼 = 0.7-0.8.
However, this result may be biased by the dominance of hotspots that
usually have flatter spectra.

• Most GRG hosts are LERGs, showing that FRII radio galaxies
can be produced by a (currently) low accretion rate in agreement with
Mingo et al. (2022). In our sample, the optical hosts of the GRG and
RG populations have a similar stellar mass distribution. In particular,
both RGs and GRGs show high stellar masses (> 1010.5𝑀�). The
GRG hosts can be either quiescent galaxies with SFR < 1M� yr−1
or galaxies with a moderate SFR around 10-100 M� yr−1.

• Based on the number density of galaxies with DESI DR9 pho-
tometric redshifts, we found no significant differences between the
environment density of GRG and RGs nor did we find the sources
major axes to be oriented preferentially toward lower-density sectors.

• We tested whether the linear size of GRGs (LLS>0.7 Mpc)
and smaller RGs (LLS<0.7 Mpc) have a similar distribution. We
found a good agreement with the exponential and generalized Pareto
distributions in both populations, even though the different scale
parameters suggest that we might not probe the same distribution.
The scale parameter in theBLDF-GRGsample is below theminimum
size required to classify a radio galaxy as giant showing that in this
work we study the extreme population of RGs.

In the future, we will expand our work to the two other LOFAR
deep fields (ELAIS-N1 and Lockman Hole) and eventually LoTSS
DR2 (Shimwell et al. 2022). Moreover, modelling the spectra from
high-resolution images might help to reconstruct the evolution of
AGN activity of GRGs as well as constrain the properties of the
environment around these peculiar objects.
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APPENDIX A: NOTES ON INDIVIDUAL SOURCES

J1419+3337 has two elongated straight and symmetric relic-type
lobes. The compact source NE of the N end of the N lobe is DESI
J214.7968+33.6483, 𝑟=14.18, and unrelated to the GRG.
J1421+3431 has a radio core slightly extended towards two faint,

diffuse outer lobes.
J1421+3521 is a rather symmetric classical FR II source along PA

∼ 100◦. The E lobe lies at the S end of an unrelated remnant-type
radio galaxy hosted by 2MASX J14220065+3523086 with LAS∼
3.3′, with its N lobe outside of our cutout.
J1422+3320 is a very straight FR II type source with relatively

narrow lobes showing emission decreasing in surface brightness from
the hotspots right to the host galaxy. Also displayed inWilliams et al.
(2016).
J1422+3255 No radio core is detected, and the source may also

be hosted by DESI J215.6873+32.9360, 𝑟=24.69, with 𝑧𝑝ℎ = 1.020,
although this would not alter its LLS.
J1423+3600 is a restarted or double-double radio galaxy with an

inner double of ∼24′′ size and both inner and outer double having
stronger N lobes.
J1423+3403 shows some evidence for being restarted with two

faint inner lobes ∼24 ′′ apart and outer lobes being of rem-
nant type. About 32′′ NNE of the host a compact radio source
(SDSS J142337.34+340330.2 at 𝑧ph ∼0.42) is superposed on the
NNE lobe.
J1423+3302: The BLDF image is slightly affected by sidelobes,

but both VLASS epoch 1 and 2 images confirm this is a restarted
source, with an inner double of∼27 ′′. The ENEouter lobe is resolved
out in VLASSwhile theWSWouter lobe shows two hotspots, though
theW hotspot may be hosted by DESI J215.8935+33.0419, 𝑟=23.79,
at a similar redshift as the host.
J1423+3529 has the second-largest linear size (3.4Mpc) in our

sample. It is a restarted source with an inner asymmetric double
of LAS∼1.6 ′. The 6′′ BLDF image shows rather disrupted, and
generally straight outer lobes, but the LoTSS-DR2 low-resolution
image leaves no doubt that the source is a physical entity. Only the
host is detected as a faint point source in VLASS.
J1423+3340 is a symmetric and straight FR II source with a core

slightly brighter than the lobes in BLDF. The host is only detected in
CWISE, thus we estimate a redshift of at least ∼1.5.
J1423+3605 is a WAT-type source with radio tails due SSE and

W in a poor cluster or group. An apparent loop of radio emission in
BLDF W of the host is caused by extended radio emission of a pair
of galaxies at the same redshift and ∼11′′ SW of the host.
J1424+3609 is a very large and straight FR II source with clear

diffuse emission trailing back from the outer extremities of the NNE
and SSW lobes towards the host. Only the NNE lobe shows a hotspot
in VLASS while the end of SSW lobe is diffuse and of very low
surface brightness in VLASS. A compact radio source ∼20′′ SSW
of the host has no optical or IR counterpart and is likely a knot of the
SSW jet. The source was first noticed by us in Williams et al. (2016).
J1424+3436 is likely a restarted radio galaxy with inner lobes of

size ∼50′′ but no clear hotspots in VLASS. Beyond the NE inner
lobe a collimated radio feature connects with the diffuse outer NE
lobe, while beyond the SW inner lobe the radio emission connecting
with the SW lobe seems bifurcated. The outer lobes show distinct
radio morphologies with only the SW one showing two hotspots in
VLASS. First seen by us in the 62-MHz cutouts by van Weeren et al.
(2014), albeit with much lower sensitivity than BLDF.
J1425+3633 is a regular, straight, but slighty asymmetric FR II

with outer lobes highly dilute in VLASS and no hotspots.

J1425+3506 is an FR II source with faint, dilute lobes. The
host could also be DESI J216.2998+35.1115, r=25.00, with
𝑧ph=0.971,1.308,1.56 from Zhou et al. (2021), Duncan et al. (2021),
Chung et al. (2014) in which case its LLS would be ∼1.1Mpc.
J1425+3557 is a core-dominated source with very dilute remnant-

type lobes extending due E and W. An extended brightening ∼30′′
from the host dueW has no optical or IR counterpart and may qualify
it as a hybrid-morphology source (HyMORS).
J1426+3407C is a candidate FR II source since the SSE lobe has

SDSS J142625.73+340657.8 as a possible host, and the NNW lobe
features SDSS J142622.04+340902.0 at its S end.
J1426+3320 is an FR II source where both lobes bend from the E-

W direction towards S, giving it a C shape. It is completely resolved
out in VLASS with no hotspots.
J1426+3236 is a regular, straight and symmetric FR II source com-

pletely resolved out in VLASS, suggesting that the hotspots have
already disappeared. Also listed in Mingo et al. (2022).
J1426+3222 is an FR II source with diffuse lobes towards E and

W, already shown with a lower-sensitivity image by Williams et al.
(2016). From the inner parts of each lobe faint radio plumes stretch
out due N.
J1427+3625 is an asymmetric, slightly bent FR II source extending

along PA∼48◦, with the NE lobe featuring a curved ridge of emission
stretching from the hotspot first due SE and then SW towards the host.
The SW lobe only shows a short trail from the end of the lobes towards
the host. This is the only source in our sample that has been reported
before as a giant radio quasar by Kuźmicz & Jamrozy (2021).
J1427+3312: Its host was detected in X-rays (CX-

OXB J142718.3+331205) by Brand et al. (2006). The radio
emission features a strong, short NW lobe and a much longer and
lower surface brightness SE lobe whose exact length is somewhat
uncertain, making it a hybrid morphology source.
J1427+3328C: the source with the largest angular size in our sam-

ple with very inflated and low surface brightness lobes, with the
E lobe slightly flattened with major axis along PA∼70◦ and the
W lobe closer to the host and extended in the N-S direction, al-
most perpendicular to the major axis of the source. Several compact
sources are superimposed on the lobes and it is difficult to state a
precise total flux. There is no radio emission detected at the loca-
tion of our proposed host 2MASX J14273770+3328081. However,
it is the brightest galaxy in both the optical and MIR (unWISE)
in the entire region of the radio emission. Also, its angular and
linear sizes may be larger in more sensitive future radio images.
No radio emission detected at the location of our proposed host
2MASX J14273770+3328081. However, it is the brightest galaxy
in both the optical and mid-infrared (unWISE) in the entire region
of the radio emission. There is in fact a second-brightest galaxy
in this region 46′′ SSW of 2MASX J14273770+3328081, SDSS
J142736.24+332726.0, 𝑟=18.03, 𝑧𝑠𝑝=0.231 (Kochanek et al., 2012),
which does coincide with a radio source of 150-MHz flux of 0.37-
mJy in the LoTSS Bootes Deep Field. which is also closer to lying
mid-way between the flux-weighted centers of each lobe. If this were
the true host, its 𝐿𝐿𝑆 would be 2.0 Mpc.
J1427+3255C is a straight, symmetric classical FR II source along

PA∼135◦. The SE lobe shows a diffuse radio tail (or plume) due
N from the termination point, while the NW lobe is fainter and
more compact in the BLDF image. We consider it a candidate GRG,
although neither lobe has a suitable optical or IR counterpart.
J1428+3432 is a remnant-type FR II radio galaxy with a clear core

but very diffuse, non-collinear lobes due NE and S.
J1428+3631 is a classical FR II source already shown byWilliams

et al. (2016) with lobe emission almost all the way from the hotspots
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(clearly seen in VLASS) and the radio core (faint, but detected in
VLASS). There is another, smaller and unrelated FR II source ∼1.6′
SW of the host.
J1428+3446 is a core-dominated FR II type source with rather

straight and very low surface brightness lobes along PA∼150◦. Back-
ground sources are superposed due W of the S lobe, as well as to the
SW and NE of the N lobe.
J1428+3525 is a remnant-type radio galaxy with a clear core, a

shorter and stronger W lobe, and a longer and fainter E lobe. Both
lobes are of very low surface brightness and are aligned with the
host, suggesting that a few starlike optical objects in these lobes are
superposed accidentally.
J1429+3326: the source features an unusual emission spur or

plume emanating from the SW lobe, close to the host, in the NW
direction and perpendicular to the main source axis, also seen in
Fig. A1 of Williams et al. (2016) but too faint to be seen in the 62-
MHz image by van Weeren et al. (2014). The source is completely
resolved out in VLASS. Such features have been seen in both lobes
of X-shaped sources like in PKS 2014−55 Cotton et al. (2020) but in
J1429+3326 we see it only in one lobe.
J1429+3355 is a straight and slightly asymmetric FR II radio

galaxy with the shorter NW lobe being strong and featuring a hotspot
in VLASS, while the SE lobe is fainter in BLDF and undetected in
VLASS suggesting the absence of a hotspot. This source was first
noticed by us in a 325-MHzVLA image kindly supplied byR. Coppe-
jans (Coppejans et al. 2015), but is also displayed in Williams et al.
(2016).
J1429+3356 is a core-dominated FR II source with a collimated

(jet?) feature half-way from the core to the NW lobe. This feature
is very faint in VLASS which also detects the end of the NW lobe
as a diffuse feature (no hotspot), while the SE lobe is completely
undetected. The BLDF image shows some background sources∼30′′
SWof the SE lobe and∼30′′Nof the end of theNW lobe. This source
was first noticed by us in a 325-MHz VLA image kindly supplied by
R. Coppejans (Coppejans et al. 2015).
J1429+3717 is a remnant-type radio galaxy which shows a clear

core, a short E lobe and amuch larger SW lobewhich has an unrelated
strong FR II source superposed. The latter does not permit us to
measure a reliable size for the diffuse source which is completely
resolved out in VLASS.
J1429+3230C: this source, supposedly a large FR II with major

axis along PA∼165◦, is somewhat speculative, since the faint S lobe
has optical and IR objects superposed. However, the N lobe is elon-
gated along the sourcemajor axis and does not feature suitable optical
or IR counterparts. The suggestion of a ∼2.2′ wide double source
straddling the host along PA∼100◦ is due to two sources aligned with
the host but with clear counterparts.
J1430+3519 is a symmetric and straight FR II radio galaxy with

strong, but very diffuse remnant-type lobes. Unusual features are two
compact sources, one at the SW edge of the SE lobe and another
close to the middle of the NW lobe, neither one having an obvious
optical or IR counterpart. This source has the steepest radio spectrum
in our sample and was first seen by us in Williams et al. (2016).
J1430+3322C: this faint source features an inner FR I-type struc-

ture of ∼32′′ E-W extent, with the core faintly detected in VLASS,
including a slight E-W extent. The stronger W lobe is closer to the
host than the more detached E lobe located ∼1.8′ from the host. The
source may well extend further into a WAT-type source in future,
more sensitive images.
J1431+3345 is probably a good example of an FR I source with

continuous jets from the host towards both lobes which seem to end
in a strong bend, perhaps seen in project in the SW lobe. Due to

the presence of these outer lobes we classify it as an FR I/II. While
the jets appear rather straight for the first arcmin from the host, their
PA differs by about 7◦. The host is the brightest cluster galaxy in
cluster WHL J143103.5+334542 (Wen et al. 2012). This source was
first noticed by us in a 325-MHz VLA image kindly supplied by R.
Coppejans (Coppejans et al. 2015), but is also seen in Williams et al.
(2016).
J1431+3535C is a relatively straight FR II source with lobes of

differentmorphology. Both lobes have optical/IR objects superposed,
but in our opinion these are less likely to explain the radio structure.
There is a circularly extended source immediately NW of the host,
perpendicular to the major source axis, which has no optical/IR
counterpart. The strong extended radio source ∼1′Wof the N end of
the source is the bright foreground starburst galaxyMCG+06-32-056
with a dust lane. The r=18.1 mag low surface brightness galaxy is
superposed on the SW lobe, but its blue color and low z𝑝ℎ𝑜𝑡 suggest
it is a starforming galaxy in the foreground.
J1431+3440 is a straight and symmetric FR II source with diffuse

lobes, each of them showing plumes due W. The source is difficult
to recognize due to various compact sources due W and NW of the
host.
J1431+3427 is a straight and symmetric FR II source with a faint

radio core. This source was first noticed by us in a 325-MHz VLA
image kindly supplied by R. Coppejans (Coppejans et al. 2015), but
is also displayed in Williams et al. (2016).
J1432+3411 is a symmetric, though slightly bent FR II source with

no detected hotspots in VLASS. The BLDF image suggests the jets
feeding the lobes to have a difference in PA of ∼7◦. This source was
first noticed by us in a 325-MHz VLA image kindly supplied by R.
Coppejans (Coppejans et al. 2015), but is also displayed in Williams
et al. (2016).
J1432+3328 is a rather asymmetric, though straight, FR II with an

armlength (or lobelength) ratio of 2.8. The source is listed in Mingo
et al. (2022).
J1432+3545 is a very extended WAT-type source hosted by the

brightest galaxy of cluster WHL J143233.9+354540 (aka GMBCG
J218.14135+35.76114 and MaxBCG J218.14136+35.76113). The
angular size we list may well be exceeded by future more sensitive
observations.
J1432+3220 is a symmetric FR II source with faint hotspots and a

faint core detected in VLASS. This source was first noticed by us in a
325-MHz VLA image kindly supplied by R. Coppejans (Coppejans
et al. 2015) and is also seen in Williams et al. (2016).
J1432+3154C is a rather faint FR II source with diffuse lobes and

a core symmetrically placed between these lobes. We consider it a
candidate because each lobe has optical/IR objectswhichmay explain
the lobes as separate sources. No part of the source is detected in
VLASS.
J1432+3647 is an FR II source with detached, diffuse, low surface

brightness lobes bent at an angle of ∼25◦ with respect to the host.
The NE lobe appears bifurcated. Only the radio nucleus is detected
in VLASS.
J1433+3220 is a possible restarted FR II source with an inner

double of ∼38′′ along PA∼104◦, very close to the PA connecting
the diffuse, low surface brightness outer lobes. Since these lobes
are large, some optical/IR objects are seen superposed, but they are
unlikely to explain each lobe as a separate source. The host itself is
undetected in both BLDF and VLASS, which does not detect any
part of the source.
J1433+3328 is a core-dominated straight FR II source oriented E-

W and hosted by a QSO at 𝑧sp=1.609. While the W lobe has a typical
FR II morphology being brightest at the end in BLDF with a barely
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detected hotspot in VLASS, the E lobe is brightest about half way
down the lobe, and is undetected in VLASS. It is thus a possible
hybrid-morphology source.
J1433+3450 is a classical, slightly bent FR II source with a faint

core detected in both BLDF and VLASS. While our proposed host
coincides with that radio core, it differs from that proposed by Mora-
bito et al. (2017) which is off the main radio ridge. The hotspots
are strong in VLASS, albeit with much shorter trails towards the
host than those in BLDF. This source was first noticed by us in van
Weeren et al. (2014) and is also seen in Williams et al. (2016). This
is the source with the highest radio luminosity in our sample.
J1433+3145C is a low surface brightness diffuse radio galaxy

without a clear radio core. The LoTSS DR2 low-resolution image
suggests a WAT-type source whose host may also be located further
South, e.g. SDSS J143320.32+314544.0 with 𝑧ph ∼0.4 which would
make its LLS about 0.77Mpc, but still large enough to be a GRG.
The strongest compact 150-MHz source at the S end of the emission
region, ILT J143320.57+314529.1 of ∼1mJy, does not have any
optical/IR counterpart.
J1434+3428 is a complex, slightly bent FR II source with several

radio knots along the E lobe. Both lobes feature hotspots in BLDF
which are also faintly detected in VLASS, but which are located due
N of the symmetry axis of the lobes. The host of this source is still
unclear. We have chosen the brighter one, but ∼19′′ E of it there
is WISEA J143430.65+342757.0 with more typical AGN colors,
undetected in the optical in DESIDR9, but found to be a member
of cluster ISCS J1434.5+3427 with 𝑧sp=1.240 from Alberts et al.
(2016), also detected as X-ray source 2CXO J143430.6+342757, and
as FIRST J143430.6+342757 in the radio. Adopting the latter host
this source would be only slightly larger and more radio luminous,
as well as a candidate restarted source. The source was first noticed
by us in a 325-MHz VLA image kindly supplied by R. Coppejans
(Coppejans et al. 2015).
J1434+3214C has a clearly detected inner source of ∼1.0′ extent

that is accompanied by fainter lobes more or less symmetrically
placed on the E and W side of the latter, making it more of an FR I
rather than FR II type source. The source fades away below noise at
LAS∼3.7′ but may continue further in more sensitive images.
J1434+3648 is an almost straight FR II source with low-surface

brightness or remnant-type lobes along PA∼140◦. Some optical/IR
objects in the area of the lobes seem unlikely to explain them indi-
vidually, so we consider the source as genuine.
J1434+3328C is a very large diffuse source of oval shape with ma-

jor axis near PA∼160◦ with a low surface brightness extension from
the end of the N lobe towards SW. The N lobe is much brighter and
of FR II type, while the S lobe is fainter and of FR I type, thus it is a
candidate hybrid morphology source. The innermost source shows a
compact radio knot∼6′′Sof the host, also seen inVLASS andCoppe-
jans et al. (2015). An additional diffuse source is seen ∼16′′ from
the host with no optical/IR counterpart. The host itself is a broad-
line QSO at 𝑧sp=0.19756 (from SDSS) and is apparently located
in a compact triple of galaxies. However, while the 2nd-brightest
member of that triple, SDSS J143444.88+332817.3 ∼6′′WSWof the
host has a 𝑧ph compatible with the host, the 3rd-brightest mem-
ber (SDSS J143445.33+332823.5) ∼3′′N of the host is a galaxy at
𝑧sp=0.24565, so apparently in the background. The host was also
detected in X-rays as 1RXS J143445.8+332814 and more recently
with Chandra (Masini et al. 2020) and Kostrzewa-Rutkowska et al.
(2018) report the host to have featured a Gaia transient. The host had
been proposed as a blazar candidate by D’Abrusco et al. (2019). It is
thus possible that the source is oriented at a large angle with respect
to the plane of the sky and is intrinsically much larger. The peak of

the emission of the N lobe in the full-res. Deep Field coincides with
SDSS J143442.62+333015.8 with z𝑝ℎ𝑜𝑡 indistinguishable from the
QSO host’s z𝑠𝑝𝑒𝑐 , so that galaxy could be the host of a WAT-like
source that consititute most of the NNW lobe including the circular
wings running to SSE and SSW, making the inner source only about
3.4′ (LLS = 0.67 Mpc), and N WAT-type source would have 3′ or
LLS=0.59 Mpc.
J1435+3404 is a rather faint Z-shaped source with a clear radio

nucleus and evidence for precessing jets or lobes starting in the E-W
direction and gradually turning S in the E lobe and N in the W lobe.
J1435+3547: the BLDF image shows this to be a straight and sym-

metric restarted FR II radio galaxy with inner lobes of LAS∼32′′.
Except for very faint hotspots it is not detected in VLASS, suggest-
ing both inner and outer lobes having aged substantially, which is
consistent with the fact that it is the source with the second-steepest
radio spectrum in our sample.
J1436+3416 is a straight, restarted FR II with asymmetric

inner lobes of LAS∼1.1′. The inner lobes have well-detected
hotspots in VLASS but no detection of the host. The hotspot
of the inner NE lobe is displaced significantly from the galaxy
SDSS J143654.42+341726.9 near the middle of that lobe and we
regard this galaxy as accidentally superposed. The outer lobes are
undetected in VLASS. Our proposed host is undetected in WISEA,
and closer to the center between the inner hotspots there is WISEA
J143653.20+341657.1 with AGN-like WISE colors and undetected
in DESI DR9, but listed with 𝑧ph=1.54 in Duncan et al. (2021), which
would imply an LLS of ∼1.88Mpc. Some 52′′ NW of the host the
very bright foreground galaxy MCG +06-32-076 appears as a strong
radio source.
J1437+3650 is a slightly asymmetric remnant-type FR II source

with low surface brightness lobes along PA∼140◦. Part of the farther
SE lobe may be caused by emission from superposed objects.
J1437+3233 is aWAT-type sourcewith indications of the farWSW

lobe showing a bend of ∼150◦, perhaps due to projection. The host
is too faint to recognize any cluster around it on optical images, but
the unWISE image (Lang 2014) suggests a concentration of objects
around the source.
J1438+3445C is a slightly bent FR II source with very detached

lobes.Only the stronger SE lobe,which has no optical/IR counterpart,
shows a faint indication of a hotspot in VLASS.
J1438+3526 is a straight, core-dominated FR II source with a

stronger NE lobe terminating in what appears as a hotspot, which
is undetected in VLASS. The SW lobe is of very low surface bright-
ness and suggests a bend due SE near its end.
J1438+3355: this is the third-largest source in angular size but the

one of largest linear size (3.8Mpc) in our sample. The outer lobes
are very detached from the host, but both show the characteristic
(though short) trail of radio emission from the far end of the lobes
towards the host. The lobe length ratio is only 1.4 (NE/SW lobe) and
both lobes are aligned with the host to within 1.5◦. The source has
a radio luminosity in the upper quartile and a rather steep spectrum
(𝛼 > 1.17).
J1438+3539 is a rather asymmetric source with the southern more

compact lobe reaching twice as far from the host than the northern,
more diffuse lobe. A faint hotspot is seen in the S lobe in VLASS,
separated from two WISE objects E of it. This, together with the
fact that the S lobe has a faint, low surface brightness spur due NE,
suggests that this is in fact the S lobe of a large source. Also, the lobe
orientations with respect to the host are aligned to within 2◦.
J1439+3251C: this candidate radio galaxy features two symmetric,

low surface brightness lobes along PA∼54◦, and we include in its size
a compact source at the end of the NE lobe which we interpret as a
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hotspot since it does not showany optical/IR counterpart.This hotspot
is the only part of the source detected in VLASS. We chose the host
as it features an apparent radio core in BLDF, while a similarly bright
galaxy due E (SDSS J143903.20+325135.9) does not.
J1439+3254 is a straight, symmetric FR II source of high radio

luminosity. VLASS shows diffuse lobes with indications of two
hotspots in the stronger N lobe and a very faint one in the S lobe.
This source was first noticed by us in a 325-MHz VLA image kindly
supplied by R. Coppejans (Coppejans et al. 2015).
J1439+3221C is a core-dominated remnant-type source of inter-

mediate FR type. The N lobe shows some wiggling before it reaches
its maximum brightness at its end, though a hotspot is not detected
in VLASS. The S lobe shows continuous very low surface brightness
emission in the low-resolution LoTSS DR2 image before it seems to
fade away below noise ∼2.5′ S of the host, but may in fact continue
for another 1.3′ due S.
J1440+3211 is one of the angularly largest sources in our sample,

this is an FR II sourcewith very detached lobes, both of them showing
radio trails from their end towards the host, which both lobes being
oriented parallel to within less than 1◦. The host is barely detected
in BLDF, and undetected in VLASS. The N lobe shows a prominent
hotspot in VLASS while in the S lobe none is detected.
J1440+3348: this source is similar to the protypical FR I sources

with precessing jets (like 3C 31 or 3C 449), though the jets are below
the detection limit of VLASS.
J1442+3457 is a rather straight FR II type source with a very

detached NW lobe and a more diffuse SE lobe, both of low surface
brightness. The more compact source ∼30′′ N of the N lobe has a
separate host and is thus unrelated.
J1442+3605: this FR II type source has one of the highest radio

luminosities in our sample and VLASS resolved the lobes into broad,
almost circular emission regions of almost constant surface bright-
ness, albeit with hotspots embedded in them. These hotspots are not
located at the outer edges of the lobes, such that the distance between
them is 1.5′ compared to 1.84′ for the total projected size of the
source.
J1442+3243 is a straight, asymmetric FR II type sourcewith strong

lobes in VLASS showing constant surface brightness over an oval
region in which a hotspot (or at least a "spine") is embedded. The
exact size of this source is difficult to measure on its E side where
it overlaps with the NE lobe of J1442+3242. This source was first
noticed by us in a GMRT 150-MHz image by Williams et al. (2013).
J1442+3242: the host of this FR II source is only ∼18′′ SE of the

E hotspot of J1442+3243, thus its diffuse NNE lobe overlaps with
the E lobe of J1442+3243. Only the stronger SSW lobe shows a well-
detected hotspot in VLASS surrounded by a faint envelope of diffuse
emission. Future, improved VLASS images may confirm a possible
LAS of up to 2.0′.
J1444+3445C is one of the sources with the lowest radio lumi-

nosity in our sample. It has an FR I type inner region with two very
low surface brightness lobes due W and ESE with a bending angle
of ∼25◦ between them. Some optical/IR objects are superposed on
the outer lobes which we consider unlikely to account for the lobes,
which are entirely undetected in VLASS.
J1444+3348: this source has an uncertain radio morphology and

features a faint (if any) radio core, a strong but diffuse W lobe close
to the host and a longer, more collimated E lobe which bends due N
close to its end.
J1444+3444 is a rather straight FR II source oriented along

PA∼157◦ and is difficult to recognize due to a compact source super-
posed ∼18′′ WNW of the host. It features a continuous SSE lobe of
moderate surface brightness that curves due W before its end, and a

more detached and patchy NNW lobe. No part of this source (except
the superposed one) is detected in VLASS.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.
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Figure A1. Cutouts of the BLDF image around our GRGs at 150 MHz with 3 and 24-𝜎𝑟𝑚𝑠 red contours superimposed. The resolution of the images is 6”. The
cyan circle identifies the position of the host galaxy. The bar in the bottom-right corner represents an angular size of 1′, while the name and the largest linear
size (in Mpc) of the GRGs are reported in the top-left and top-right corners, respectively.
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