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ABSTRACT

We present new 1.5–8.5 GHz Very Long Baseline Array (VLBA) observations and 0.32–1.26 GHz

Giant Meterwave Radio Telescope (GMRT) observations of J0354−1340, which is the only known

‘radio-quiet’ (RQ) or ‘radio-intermediate’ (RI) narrow-line Seyfert 1 galaxy with a 100-kpc two-sided

radio jet. A pc-scale one-sided jet in the southeast direction from the core emission is found in the

VLBA observations, while the kpc-scale jet observed with Karl G. Jansky Very Large Array (VLA)

and GMRT is in the south-north direction. The core spectra on pc and kpc scales are presented in

combination with the archival VLASS observations at 3.0 GHz and the VLA C configuration obser-

vations at 5.5 GHz. The pc-scale emission dominates the kpc-scale emission above ∼ 5 GHz, and the

spectrum is inverted due to synchrotron self-absorption. This indicates a compact synchrotron source

with a size of ∼ 0.04 pc, which is associated with either the jet base or the corona. A sub-kpc scale jet,

which is unresolved on scales of ∼ 3 arcsec, probably dominates the emission below ∼ 5 GHz. Future

radio observations can explore the jet structure between the pc and 100 kpc scales, the origin of their

direction mismatch, and the pc-scale jet proper motion. It remains to be explored how common such

large-scale jets are in RQ or RI AGN.

Keywords: galaxies: active – galaxies: nuclei – galaxies: Seyfert – galaxies: jets – radio continuum:

galaxies

1. INTRODUCTION

Narrow-line Seyfert 1 galaxies (NLS1s) are a sub-

class of active galactic nuclei (AGN) and exhibit pe-

culiar properties. Historically, NLS1s are defined by

their Balmer lines from the broad-line region (BLR),
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in particular Hβ line, having a full width at half max-

imum (FWHM) of < 2000 km s−1 and a flux ratio of

[O III]/Hβ < 3 (Osterbrock & Pogge 1985; Goodrich

1989). Compared to broad-line Seyfert 1 galaxies

(BLS1s), NLS1s frequently show strong optical Fe II

multiplets (Boroson & Green 1992), weak [O III] lines

with blueshifted profiles (Leighly & Moore 2004; Boro-

son 2005), steep soft X-ray spectra (Laor et al. 1994;

Boller et al. 1996; Wang et al. 1996; Leighly 1999a),
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and rapid X-ray variability (Pounds et al. 1995; Leighly

1999b). However, the limit on the FWHM(Hβ) is some-

what arbitrary, as no clear transition is present in the

distribution of properties versus FWHM(Hβ) at least up

to 4000 km s−1 (e.g. Marziani et al. 2018).

Various studies suggest that NLS1s harbor a rela-

tively low mass central black hole (BH), typically in

the range of logMBH/M⊙ ∼ 6–8, compared to BLS1s

with logMBH/M⊙ ∼ 7–9 (Peterson 2011; Järvelä et al.

2015; Cracco et al. 2016; Wang et al. 2016; Chen et al.

2018). The narrowness of Balmer lines is the result of

a low rotational velocity of the gas in the BLR around

a low-mass BH. The low BH mass generally implies a

high Eddington ratio, because the luminosity of NLS1s

is comparable to that of BLS1s (Boroson & Green 1992;

Collin & Kawaguchi 2004). Another interpretation for

the narrowness of Balmer lines is an inclination effect

caused by a pole-on orientation of a disk-like BLR (De-

carli et al. 2008). However, studies of their host galax-

ies (Boroson & Green 1992; Kollatschny & Zetzl 2011;

Järvelä et al. 2018; Olgúın-Iglesias et al. 2020) reveal

that the differences between BLS1s and NLS1s should

be intrinsic rather than just an orientation effect. Fur-

ther spectropolarimetric observations can help to clar-

ify this issue (e.g. Capetti et al. 2021; Śniegowska et al.

2022).

In the radio regime, AGN can be divided into radio-

loud (RL) and radio-quiet (RQ) based on the radio loud-

ness, a ratio between the 5GHz radio flux density and

the optical B-band flux density, R = S5GHz/S4400Å,

larger or smaller than 10 (Kellermann et al. 1989). The

radio loudness can also be defined using the ratio of

the 5GHz radio luminosity to the 2–10 keV X-ray lumi-

nosity (Terashima & Wilson 2003), where RL objects

have logRX > −3.5 (Panessa et al. 2007; Laor & Behar

2008). The majority of NLS1s are RQ, and only a frac-

tion (∼ 7%) are RL (Komossa et al. 2006). RL NLS1s

are likely to harbor relativistic jets, which are the pre-

dominant origin of the radio emission, with a few excep-

tion (e.g., Caccianiga et al. 2015). Radio observations of

RL NLS1s with the Very Long Baseline Array (VLBA)

show that they exhibit pc-scale jets, compact morpholo-

gies, flat or inverted spectra, high brightness tempera-

tures, and significant polarization (Abdo et al. 2009a,b;

Gu et al. 2015; Lister et al. 2018). In some cases, appar-

ent superluminal motion is observed as well (Lister et al.

2013, 2016, 2019). However, on kpc scales, NLS1s rarely

exhibit extended radio structures and generally show an

unresolved component (Berton et al. 2018; Chen et al.

2020; Järvelä et al. 2022). In RQ NLS1s, the origin of

the radio emission is still an open question. Various ra-

dio emission mechanisms may be involved, including star

formation (SF), AGN-driven wide-angle winds interact-

ing with ambient medium, collimated low-power jets,

accretion disk coronal emission, and free-free emission

from AGN photoionized gas (see Panessa et al. 2019, for

a review). Currently, it is often hard to distinguish the

radio emission from these different emission processes,

in particular when the radio features are unresolved or

marginally resolved.

In a previous radio survey with the Karl G. Jansky

Very Large Array (VLA) C configuration at 5.5GHz,

we found a particularly interesting RQ NLS1

6dF J0354328−134008 (hereafter J0354−1340), which

shows a ∼ 200 kpc core-jet/lobe structure (Chen et al.

2020) resembling a Fanaroff-Riley type II (FR II) radio

galaxy. At present, kpc-scale to Mpc-scale jets are com-

mon to see in RL AGN. When R ∼ a few tens, which

is close to the boundary between RL and RQ, radio

structures with sizes of typically a few tens kpc are also

usually seen (e.g. Jarvis et al. 2021). However, such a

large jet (∼ 100 kpc) in a RQ AGN, which is generally

not expected to harbor a relativistic jet, is unprece-

dented. This raises questions why the radio luminosity

of this RQ NLS1 is low despite the presence of a radio

jet extending to ∼ 100 kpc, and whether there are dif-

ferences in the radio jets between RL and RQ objects.

J0354−1340 is thus an ideal laboratory to study the

difference in the radio jets between RL and RQ AGN.

In this work, we report our new observations with the

VLBA in L (18 cm), C (6 cm), and X (3.6 cm) bands,

and the upgraded Giant Meterwave Radio Telescope

(GMRT) observations in Band 3 (320MHz), Band 4

(650MHz), and Band 5 (1.26GHz) of this object. We

aim to characterize the core region which is unresolved

in our previous VLA observations, and obtain the ra-

dio spectra, which carry diagnostic information on the

emission mechanism, on both pc and kpc scales.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we

describe the previous studies on this target, and in Sec-

tion 3 the data reduction of our new VLBA and uGMRT

observations is presented. The results are presented in

Section 4 and discussed in Section 5. The summary is

given in Section 6. Throughout this work, we use the

flux density and spectral index convention of Sν ∝ να.

We adopt a standard ΛCDM cosmology with a Hubble

constant H0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1, ΩΛ = 0.73 and ΩM =

0.27 (Komatsu et al. 2011).

2. TARGET

J0354−1340 (z = 0.076, corresponding to 1.488

pcmas−1 or kpc arcsec−1) was classified as a NLS1

based on the optical spectrum from the Six-degree Field

Galaxy Survey (6dFGS) (Jones et al. 2009) with a
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FWHM of the broad Hβ line of ∼ 2100 km s−1 (Chen

et al. 2018). We estimated the BH mass based on the

FWHM and the luminosity of Hβ line (Greene & Ho

2005), the Eddington ratio, and the flux of Fe II (λ4570)

following the Section 3 in Chen et al. (2022). The ob-

ject has an [O III]/Hβ flux ratio of 0.2, an Fe II/Hβ flux

ratio of 1.0, a BH mass of logMBH/M⊙ = 7.1 with a

systematic uncertainty of 0.5 dex, and an Eddington ra-

tio of L/LEdd = 0.6, all of which are typical for NLS1s

(Boroson & Green 1992).

The object falls in the RQ (Kellermann et al. 1989)

or radio-intermediate (RI) regime (3 < R < 200; Fal-

cke et al. 1996). The optical radio loudness is R ∼ 7,

where the radio flux at 5 GHz includes both the core

and the lobes in the VLA C-configuration observations

(see Table 4), and the optical flux at B-band 4400Å is

measured from the 6dFGS spectrum with the subtrac-

tion of the host galaxy (Chen et al. 2018). The optical

radio loudness of this object is close to the somewhat

arbitrary boundary of R = 10 between RL and RQ

sources (Kellermann et al. 1989). The object was also

detected in X-ray, with a flux of 2.6×10−12 erg s−1 cm−2

at 0.2–12 keV from the Second XMM-Newton Slew

Survey Catalogue (Saxton et al. 2008), and a flux of

1.9×10−12 erg s−1 cm−2 at 0.1–2.4 keV from the second

ROSAT allsky survey source catalog (Boller et al. 2016).

The X-ray radio loudness is logRX = −4.0, which is

computed using the same radio flux in the calculation

of R, and the X-ray flux at 0.2–12 keV. The RX is on the

high end of RQ AGN that cluster around logRX ≃ −5.0

(Laor & Behar 2008). We note that there are possible

uncertainties, due to variability in non-simultaneous ob-

servations, and aperture effects in the radio, optical, and

X-ray bands.

The object exhibits an extended radio morphology

with a projected size of ∼ 180 kpc in the VLA C config-

uration observations at 5.5GHz (see Figure A1 in Chen

et al. 2020). Based on the jet and counter-jet flux ratio,

an assumption of a jet speed of 0.5c gives a viewing angle

of about 47◦ and a deprojected size of about 240 kpc (Vi-

etri et al. 2022), which suggests that the object is not

viewed pole-on, and may exclude the possibility of an

underestimated BH mass due to a face-on flat BLR. The

central core is unresolved on a resolution of 3.5 arcsec

(∼ 5 kpc) and has a flux density of S5.5 = 5.1 mJy.

The southern and northern lobes have projected lengths

of 93.5 kpc (62.2 arcsec) and 83.9 kpc (55.7 arcsec) from

the central core respectively, which are similar to the

jet sizes in FR II radio galaxies (Hardcastle et al. 1998;

Kharb et al. 2008).

The object was also detected with the NRAO VLA

Sky Survey (NVSS) at 1.4GHz (VLA D configuration)

with a flux density of S1.4 = 14.9 mJy on a resolution of

45 arcsec (∼ 65 kpc). The NVSS map displays an elon-

gated structure while the two-sided lobes are marginally

resolved (see Figure A2 in Chen et al. 2020). This mor-

phology is consistent with what is observed with the

VLA C configuration. In the 5.5GHz image, the radio

lobes are resolved, and the central core is likely domi-

nated by the compact jet base emission with a flat in-

band spectral slope of α5−6 = −0.12. In the 1.4GHz

image, the radio lobes are unresolved, thus the radio

emission from both the core and the lobes is included.

The jet radiative and kinetic power was estimated based

on the 1.4GHz flux and the 5.5GHz core flux following

two methods in Cavagnolo et al. (2010) and Foschini

(2014), respectively. We obtained Pjet ∼ 1043 erg s−1,

which is in the low-power tail of the distribution of RL

NLS1s (∼ 1042.5 − 1045.6 erg s−1) (Foschini et al. 2015).

J0354−1340 is hosted in a barred spiral galaxy as

found in a photometric decomposition study of its host

galaxy (Vietri et al. 2022), which is consistent with

NLS1s preferably hosted in disk-like galaxies, often with

pseudo-bulges and bars (Crenshaw et al. 2003; Deo et al.

2006; Orban de Xivry et al. 2011; Mathur et al. 2012;

Järvelä et al. 2018; Olgúın-Iglesias et al. 2020). Tradi-

tionally, powerful relativistic jets are harbored in early-

type elliptical galaxies with massive BHs (e.g., Urry &

Padovani 1995; Laor 2000; Best et al. 2005). However,

further studies have found that large radio jets can also

be launched in late-type spiral galaxies with low-mass

BHs (Hota et al. 2011; Bagchi et al. 2014; Webster et al.

2021b,a), which changes our understanding.

3. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

3.1. VLBA

The VLBA observations were carried out in L (18 cm),

C (6 cm), and X (3.6 cm) bands using 10 main VLBA

stations in November 2021 (Program ID: BC271). We

used the digital down conversion observing system with

a 2-bit sampling at a data rate of 2Gbps and four in-

termediate frequency (IF) bands with dual polarization

and 128 MHz bandwidth. The central frequencies are

1.5GHz in L band, 5.5GHz in C band, and 8.5GHz

in X band. Phase-referencing continuum observations

were performed. The observation was five hours long

with scans at different frequencies interleaved, which can

yield a better UV coverage. A five-minute nodding cycle

was used with three minutes on a target and one minute

on a phase calibrator (J0351−1153) before and after the

target. A “Fringe Finder” (J0530+1331) was observed

three times when all the antennas were up. This strat-

egy yields an integration time of about 50 minutes on

the target at each frequency.
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The data was calibrated using the VLBA data cali-

bration pipeline procedure VLBARUN 1 in the Astro-

nomical Image Processing System (AIPS; Greisen 2003).

A step-by-step usage of VLBARUN is described in Ap-

pendix C of the AIPS Cookbook 2. The standard steps

include first correcting the visibility for ionospheric de-

lays and Earth Orientation Parameters, then applying

amplitude corrections from digital sampling, finding the

phase delays using the fringe finder and applying phase

solutions. An inspection of all baselines (pairs of an-

tennas) for radio frequency interference (RFI) was per-

formed. Data suffering from RFI was removed using

the AIPS task UVFLG. A self-calibration was applied

to the calibrators. Once the calibration procedure was

completed, we applied the final calibration table on the

target and split the data of the target using the AIPS

task SPLIT.

We imaged the visibility data of the target using the

AIPS task IMAGR. This task uses the CLEAN algo-

rithm to deconvolve the “dirty image” with the point

spread function (PSF), to obtain the residual and the

“clean image”. We chose ‘briggs’ weighting (i.e. ro-

bust=0) which balances the sensitivity and the angular

resolution. The source images were not self-calibrated.

In order to obtain comparable resolutions in L, C, and

X bands, we created tapered images via setting a UV

range of 6000–50000 kλ in three bands. The lower and

upper limits are equivalent to the minimum UV range in

X band and the maximum UV range in L band. In the

tapering, we used ‘natural’ weighting (i.e. robust=5),

which maximizes the sensitivity at the expense of the an-

gular resolution. The final images, as shown in Figure 1,

were inspected using the AIPS task IMEAN and IMFIT,

to obtain the peak and total flux densities, the back-

ground noise, and the source size, which are reported in

Tables 1 and 2. We use a 5σ level as the detection crite-

rion. We further overlap the contour maps in all bands,

as shown in Figure 2, to see how the emission aligns at

different frequencies and on different scales.

3.2. GMRT

The GMRT observations at 320 MHz (Band 3),

650 MHz (Band 4), and 1.26 GHz (Band 5) were carried

out in January 2021 (Program ID: 39 006). We used

the full array of 30 antennas. The total observing time

is 13 hours with 6 hours in Band 3 and 3.5 hours in both

Bands 4 and 5. The amplitude calibrator (3C147) was

observed for 8 minutes at the start and end of each run,

and the phase calibrator (0405−131) was observed for 5

1 http://www.aips.nrao.edu/vlbarun.shtml
2 http://www.aips.nrao.edu/cook.html

minutes every 30 minutes on the target. This yields an

on-source time of about 4 hours in Band 3 and 2 hours

in both Bands 4 and 5.

The Band-4 and Band-5 broad-band data was cali-

brated using a Common Astronomy Software Applica-

tions (CASA) based pipeline (Ishwara-Chandra et al.

2020) 3. The pipeline performs two cycles of flagging

and calibration on the data. The central 80-90% chan-

nels were used to keep the bandwidth smearing negligi-

ble. The imaging of the science target was done using

the CASA task TCLEAN. Four rounds of phase-only

self-calibration and four rounds of amplitude and phase

self-calibration with solution intervals of 8, 4, 2, and 1

minutes were carried out. Flagging was also performed

before each self-calibration round. The pipeline pro-

duces eight images, the image quality improves in the

third and fourth cycles of self-calibrations. Details of

the pipeline procedure can be seen in Ishwara-Chandra

et al. (2020).

The angular resolutions are about 4 arcsec at 650 MHz

and 2 arcsec at 1.26 GHz. The object also has archival

observations with the VLA Sky Survey (VLASS) at

3.0 GHz and the VLA C configuration at 5.5 GHz, which

have resolutions of 2.5 arcsec and 3.5 arcsec respectively.

In order to build a kpc-scale spectrum less biased to the

resolution, we further created a tapered map in Band 5

via setting a UV range of 40kλ, which corresponds to an

angular resolution of 3 arcsec. We use the tapered map,

instead of the full resolution map, at 1.26 GHz in this

study hereafter.

The Band-3 narrow-band data was reduced using the

Source Peeling and Atmospheric Modeling (SPAM; In-

tema et al. 2009; Intema 2014a,b), which is an AIPS

based Python package that provides semi-automated

data reduction scripts for all sub-GHz frequencies at

GMRT 4. The flux density and bandpass calibration

was performed using the calibrator 3C147. In the main

SPAM pipeline, the pre-calibrated target visibility data

was processed and the final image with primary beam

correction is produced. Since the Band-3 broad-band

data probably was strongly affected by RFI and/or iono-

spheric phase errors, the lack of a direction-dependent

ionospheric phase calibration, which is currently not

available in any other software for the GMRT broad-

band data, produces noisy images that are not usable

for the analysis.

We choose the image with the highest signal-to-noise

(S/N) ratio in this study hereafter. The images were

3 http://www.ncra.tifr.res.in/∼ishwar/pipeline.html
4 https://www.intema.nl/doku.php?id=huibintemaspampipeline

http://www.aips.nrao.edu/vlbarun.shtml
http://www.aips.nrao.edu/cook.html
http://www.ncra.tifr.res.in/~ishwar/pipeline.html
https://www.intema.nl/doku.php?id=huibintemaspampipeline
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Figure 1. VLBA maps at 1.5 (left), 5.5 (middle), and 8.5 (right) GHz. Background noises σ are reported in Table 2. The
contour levels are σ × (−5, 5 ×

√
2
n
) where n ∈ [0, 10]. The size and orientation of the synthesized beam are shown in the

lower-left corner. The grey scale indicates the intensity in a unit of Jy beam−1 in a linear scale. The cyan cross marks the Gaia
position. The object has three components, which are labeled as C1, C2, and C3.

Table 1. The beam and source sizes in the VLBA observations. Columns: (1) frequency, (2) right ascension, (3) declination,
(4) distance between the VLBA and Gaia positions, (5) major axis of the beam, (6) minor axis of the beam, (7) position angle
of the beam, (8) major axis of the source, (9) minor axis of the source, (10) position angle of the source, (11) deconvolved major
axis of the source, (12) deconvolved minor axis of the source, (13) deconvolved position angle of the source.

Frequency Coordinates Offset Beam size Source size Deconvolved source size

ν RA Dec dGaia θmaj θmin PA θmaj θmin PA θmaj θmin PA

(GHz) (hh:mm:ss) (dd:mm:ss) (mas) (mas) (mas) (degree) (mas) (mas) (degree) (mas) (mas) (degree)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13)

1.5 C1+C2 03:54:32.8347 −13:40:07.9517 6.5
20.03 5.20 20.2

20.95 4.88 18.7 <10.02 <2.60 -

1.5 C3 03:54:32.8351 −13:40:07.9593 14.9 31.96 4.82 25.8 25.02 <2.60 -

5.5 C1 03:54:32.8348 −13:40:07.9458 0.8
4.86 1.37 19.4

5.03 1.39 18.7 <2.43 <0.69 -

5.5 C2 03:54:32.8348 −13:40:07.9479 3.2 6.66 1.40 17.0 4.57 <0.69 -

8.5 C1 03:54:32.8348 −13:40:07.9457 0.9 3.17 1.05 12.0 3.76 1.52 5.5 2.11 0.89 168.9

Table 2. The flux densities at 1.5, 5.5, and 8.5 GHz in the VLBA observations. Columns: (1) frequency, (2) peak flux density
of the full resolution map, (3) total flux density of the full resolution map, (4) background noise of the full resolution map, (5)
logarithm of surface brightness temperature in unit of K, (6) peak flux density of the tapered map, (7) total flux density of the
tapered map, (8) background noise of the tapered map, (9) spectral slope. The tapered maps have a UV range of 6000–50000 kλ
in the three bands.

Frequency Full resolution maps Brightness Tapered (6000–50000 kλ) maps Spectral slope

ν Speak Stotal RMS log TB Speak Stotal RMS α

(GHz) (mJy beam−1) (mJy) (mJy beam−1) - (mJy beam−1) (mJy) (mJy beam−1) -

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)

1.5 C1+C2 1.73 ± 0.07 1.73 ± 0.07
0.099

7.8
1.47 ± 0.07 1.47 ± 0.07 0.096

α1−5 = 0.93 ± 0.04
α5−8 = 0.17 ± 0.05

1.5 C3 0.92 ± 0.07 1.36 ± 0.16 7.3

5.5 C1 3.85 ± 0.04 4.07 ± 0.07
0.063

8.2
4.72 ± 0.03 4.93 ± 0.06 0.074

5.5 C2 0.90 ± 0.04 1.26 ± 0.09 7.4

8.5 C1 3.01 ± 0.05 5.17 ± 0.13 0.075 7.9 4.70 ± 0.05 5.30 ± 0.10 0.094

inspected using the CASA task IMVIEW. The back-

ground noise is measured in a source-free region nearby

the target. We modeled the source with a Gaussian fit

on the image plane and deconvolved it from the beam,

to measure the position, size, position angle, and the

integrated and peak flux densities. Figure 3 shows the

GMRT maps at 650 MHz and 1.26 GHz, which are pre-

sented in white contours, overlaid on the VLA (C con-

figuration) map at 5.5 GHz from Chen et al. (2020),

which is presented in color. Tables 3 and 4 report the



6

7 pc

C1

C2

C3

Figure 2. An overlap of VLBA maps at 1.5GHz (black),
5.5GHz (red), and 8.5GHz (blue). The contour levels are
the same as in Figure 1. The size and orientation of the
synthesized beams are shown in the lower-left corner. The
black cross represents the Gaia position. The extension of
C2 and C3 to the southeast of the core C1 represents the
pc-scale jet direction.

source size, the total and peak flux densities at 0.65 and

1.26 GHz from GMRT, at 3.0 GHz from VLASS, and at

5.5 GHz from VLA C configuration. We use a 5σ level

as the detection criterion.

4. RESULTS

4.1. Radio morphology

The VLBA maps (Figure 1) show that the object has

extended emission in the southeast direction on mas

scales. The 1.5GHz map includes three components.

C1 and C2 are unresolved with a peak/total flux ratio

of 1. C3 is an extended component with a peak/total

flux ratio of 0.7. At 5GHz, C1 and C2 are detected and

marginally resolved, and C3 is probably resolved out.

C1 is the compact core emission with a peak/total flux

ratio of 0.9, and C2 is more extended with a peak/total

flux ratio of 0.7. The 8.5GHz map shows only the

C1 component, while C2 is likely resolved out on the

8.5GHz resolution. There is still extended emission de-

tected with a peak/total flux ratio of 0.6, though it can

not be resolved as a separate component.

The VLBA 5 and 8.5 GHz core component C1 almost

overlap (Figure 2). The offsets of their VLBA coordi-

nates from the Gaia position (Gaia Collaboration et al.

2016, 2023) are about 0.8–0.9 mas (see Table 1), which

are consistent with the Gaia astrometric uncertainty (∼
1–10 mas) (Khamitov et al. 2022). The extended com-

ponents C2 at 5.5 GHz and C3 at 1.5 GHz are about

3 and 15 mas away from the Gaia position respectively,

which suggests that the extended emission is a struc-

ture extending from the central core to the southeast

direction at a distance of ∼ 15 mas.

The GMRT maps (Figure 3) show a very large jet

structure, about 200 kpc, in the south-north direction,

which is consistent with our earlier VLA observations

(Chen et al. 2020). The core component is very compact

at 0.32–5.5 GHz, with a peak/total flux ratio of 0.9–1.

The two VLASS observations give fluxes of 7.03 mJy in

2019 and 6.27 mJy in 2022, which are consistent with

the VLASS calibration uncertainty of ∼ 20% (Lacy et al.

2020).

The southern lobe is likely produced by the approach-

ing jet and is detected at 0.32, 0.65, and 1.26 GHz with

the GMRT and at 5.5 GHz with the VLA C configura-

tion. It shows an edge-brightened FRII-like morphology

in the GMRT and VLA images. The emission is ex-

tended, with a peak/total flux ratio of 0.4–0.5. The

northern lobe, which is likely produced by the reced-

ing jet, is more diffuse, with a peak/total flux ratio of

0.1–0.4. It is only detected at 0.32 and 0.65 GHz with

the GMRT and 5.5 GHz with the VLA C configura-

tion, and is not edge-brightened. At 1.26 GHz, if we

assume a slope of −0.7 (see Table 4), the derived peak

flux density is higher than the 5σ detection criterion.

Thus the non-detection is probably because the emis-

sion is resolved out in the GMRT Band 5 after tapering

to a resolution of ∼ 3 arcsec. The northern lobe is still

undetected when tapering to a lower resolution, which

is because of a higher noise level leading to the derived

peak flux density below the 5σ criterion. Both lobes are
not detected with the VLASS due to the emission being

below the VLASS detection limit and/or being resolved

out on the VLASS resolution.

4.2. Radio spectra

Figure 4 shows the VLBA spectrum at 1.5–8.5 GHz of

the object. The spectral slopes are measured based on

the total flux densities in the tapered maps, which have

comparable resolutions of ∼ 5 mas and cover emissions

on similar scales in all three bands. The slope at 1.5–

5.5 GHz is α1−5 = 0.93 ± 0.04, and the slope at 5.5–

8.5 GHz is α5−8 = 0.17±0.05. Only a single component

including C1 and C2 is detected after tapering in all

three bands, thus the spectrum of C3 is unknown.

The kpc-scale spectra of the core, southern and north-

ern lobes are also presented in Figure 4 combining the
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North

320 MHz

Core

North

20 kpc 20 kpc 20 kpc
South

Figure 3. The GMRT maps at 320 MHz (left), 650 MHz (middle), and 1.26 GHz (right) in white contours, overlaid on the color
VLA (C configuration) map at 5.5 GHz. Background noises σ are reported in Table 4. The contour levels are σ × (−5, 5× 2n)
where n ∈ [0, 5]. The size and orientation of the synthesized beams are shown in the lower-left corner of each panel (black filled
ellipse for VLA and white solid line for GMRT). The color bar on the right indicates the intensity in units of Jy beam−1 in a
linear scale. The object exhibits three components in both radio arrays, a core and southern and northern lobes.

Table 3. The beam and source sizes in the GMRT, VLASS, and VLA observations. Columns: (1) telescope, (2) frequency, (3)
component, (4) major axis of the beam, (5) minor axis of the beam, (6) position angle of the beam, (7) major axis of the source,
(8) minor axis of the source, (9) position angle of the source, (10) deconvolved major axis of the source, (11) deconvolved minor
axis of the source, (12) deconvolved position angle of the source.

Telescope Frequency Component Beam size Source size Deconvolved source size

ν θmaj θmin PA θmaj θmin PA θmaj θmin PA

(GHz) (arcsec) (arcsec) (degree) (arcsec) (arcsec) (degree) (arcsec) (arcsec) (degree)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

GMRT

0.32

Core

10.74 7.60 5.8

11.83 7.93 6.4 <5.37 <3.80 -

South 15.81 9.53 0.1 11.64 5.67 176.9

North 15.60 13.00 3.9 11.30 10.50 177.0

0.65

Core

4.04 3.78 −9.2

4.28 3.76 176.8 <2.02 <1.89 -

South 7.10 4.96 174.9 5.85 3.21 175.3

North 12.55 8.68 6.3 11.89 7.80 6.6

1.26
Core

3.40 2.95 28.2
3.71 3.00 18.3 <1.70 <1.48 -

South 5.92 4.17 134.6 5.11 2.46 132.4

VLASS 3.0 Core
3.33 2.10 −6.4 3.54 2.07 171.2 <1.67 <1.05 -

4.03 2.07 −6.7 4.26 2.14 172.5 <2.02 <1.04 -

VLA 5.5

Core

4.40 2.07 −4.7

4.34 1.99 173.3 <2.20 <1.04 -

South 6.61 3.91 168.9 4.97 3.26 162.0

North 9.87 9.23 118.0 9.50 8.20 100.0

GMRT, VLASS, and VLA observations. We modeled

the spectra with a single power-law. The kpc-scale core

emission at 0.32–5.5 GHz is rather flat, with a spec-

tral slope αcore = −0.16. The southern and north-

ern lobes have spectral slopes of αsouth = −0.72 and

αnorth = −0.68, respectively, which are consistent with

optically thin synchrotron emission from the jet activity.

Both lobes extend to a distance of ∼ 100 kpc, which is

completely outside the host galaxy. Thus the radio emis-

sion may be produced by the jet interacting with the

surrounding environment, e.g., the intracluster medium

(ICM) if the NLS1 is in a galaxy cluster.

5. DISCUSSION

5.1. A pc-scale jet or an outflow?
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Table 4. The flux densities at 0.32, 0.65, and 1.26 GHz with GMRT, 3.0 GHz with VLASS, and 5.5 GHz with VLA C
configuration. Columns: (1) telescope, (2) frequency, (3) component, (4) total flux density, (5) peak flux density, (6) background
noise, (7) spectral slope.

Telescope ν Component Stotal Speak RMS Slope

(GHz) (mJy) (mJy beam−1) (mJy beam−1)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

GMRT

0.32

Core 9.46 ± 0.40 8.23 ± 0.21

0.089

αcore = −0.16
αsouth = −0.72
αnorth = −0.68

South 5.10 ± 0.39 2.77 ± 0.14

North 3.99 ± 0.28 1.60 ± 0.08

0.65

Core 7.44 ± 0.21 7.06 ± 0.12

0.035South 2.60 ± 0.29 1.12 ± 0.09

North 2.71 ± 0.24 0.38 ± 0.03

1.26
Core 5.35 ± 0.20 4.82 ± 0.11

0.035
South 1.44 ± 0.14 0.59 ± 0.04

VLASS 3.0 Core
7.03 ± 0.24 6.70 ± 0.13 0.160

6.27 ± 0.36 5.71 ± 0.18 0.150

VLA 5.5

Core 5.09 ± 0.02 5.09 ± 0.02

0.008South 0.64 ± 0.05 0.23 ± 0.01

North 0.59 ± 0.06 0.06 ± 0.01

𝛼1-5 = 0.93

𝛼5-8 = 0.17

𝛼core = -0.16

𝛼south = -0.72

𝛼north = -0.68

kpc-scale core

pc-scale core

northern lobe

southern lobe

Figure 4. The radio spectrum combining observations with
VLBA at 1.5–8.5 GHz, GMRT at 0.32–1.26 GHz, VLASS at
3.0 GHz, and VLA C configuration at 5.5 GHz. The black
stars and solid lines represent the VLBA observations, which
is the pc-scale core spectrum. The red squares show the core
flux from the GMRT, VLASS, and VLA observations, and
the red dashed line represents a power-law fit, which is the
kpc-scale core spectrum. The purple circles and blue trian-
gles show the southern and northern lobes from the GMRT
and VLA observations, and the purple and blue dashed lines
represent a power-law fit. The spectral slope of each compo-
nent is labeled.

The extended emission detected in the VLBA obser-

vations could be a jet or an outflow. In a recent VLBA

study of a representative sample of RQ PG quasars

(Chen et al. 2023), we interpret the optically thin ex-

tended emission with an offset of 10–25 mas from the

Gaia position as outflows, instead of jets, due to the

low brightness temperature (106 − 107 K). We estimate

the brightness temperature of different components by

adopting the equation (e.g. Ulvestad et al. 2005)

TB = 1.8× 109(1 + z)
Sν

ν2θmaxθmin
K , (1)

where Sν is the flux density in mJy at the observing

frequency ν in GHz, and θmax and θmin are the major

and minor axes of the source size in mas. The VLBA

core component C1 has log TB = 7.9 − 8.2 (K) at 5

and 8.5 GHz, while the extended components C2 at

5 GHz and C3 at 1.5 GHz have log TB = 7.3− 7.4 (K).

The brightness temperature of the extended compo-

nents is higher than that of the outflow emission (TB ∼
106 − 107 K; Chen et al. 2023), and slightly lower than

that of the core components. This suggests that the

extended emission originates from a mas-scale jet. Fur-

ther, the comparatively high TB (> 107 K) is in agree-

ment with the one-sided jet interpretation, which is

caused by the Doppler boosting and dimming, in the

VLBA maps (Figure 1).

In addition, Figure 2 may show the core shift effect

observed in AGN jets, which is an effect of a frequency

dependent shift of the VLBA core position. This be-

havior is predicted by the Blandford & Königl (1979)

model of a purely synchrotron self-absorbed conical jet

in equipartition. The core position shifts as a function

of frequency and is consistent with the rcore(ν) ∝ ν−1/k

pattern (Sokolovsky et al. 2011; Chamani et al. 2023).

In our VLBA observations, the C1 component at 5.5 and

8.5 GHz is core-dominated. The radio position is very

close to the Gaia position, with an offset of only 0.8–

0.9 mas which is negligible (Porcas 2009). The C1 and

C2 components at 1.5 GHz shift to the south direction,

which is the direction of the approaching jet, and offset

from the Gaia position about 6.5 mas. The core shift
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is seen between 1.5 and 5.5 GHz, and is not seen be-

tween 5.5 and 8.5 GHz, which is consistent with strong

self-absorption at 1.5–5.5 GHz and weak self-absorption

at 5.5–8.5 GHz. This phenomenon may support the in-

terpretation of the 1.5 GHz pc-scale core emission as a

continuous jet. Another explanation is a resolution ef-

fect where the extended emission to the south of the C1

and C2 components is unresolved at 1.5 GHz but re-

solved out at 5.5 and 8.5 GHz, which can also result in

the morphology seen in Figure 2.

5.2. The pc-scale and kpc-scale radio spectra

The mas-scale core emission shows a rising spectrum

at 1.5–8.5 GHz, which indicates an optically thick self-

absorbed synchrotron source. The synchrotron peak is

very close to 8.5 GHz given the rather flat 5.5–8.5 GHz

slope of 0.2. Assuming that the magnetic energy density

is in equipartition with the AGN photon energy density,

we can constrain the size of the radio core emission at

8.5 GHz. The implied size of an optically thick syn-

chrotron source is (eq.22 in Laor & Behar 2008)

R = 0.47L0.4
30 L

0.1
46 ν

−1
p , (2)

where R is the radius of the radio-sphere in pc, νp = 8.5

is the self-absorbed frequency in GHz, L30 = 0.75

is the radio luminosity density at 8.5 GHz in units

of 1030 erg s−1 Hz−1 from our VLBA observations, and

L46 = 0.07 is the bolometric luminosity in units of

1046 erg s−1 from Chen et al. (2018). We got the phys-

ical size of the optically thick radio core of ∼ 0.04 pc

or 48 light days. The size of the BLR is ∼ 0.03 pc or

30 light days, given λLλ(5100Å) ∼ 1044 erg s−1 (Chen

et al. 2018), which is estimated based on the relation

between the 5100Å continuum luminosity and the BLR

radius (Bentz et al. 2013). Thus the radio core is on the
scale of the BLR or smaller. Such a small size is likely

to be associated with the jet base or the accretion disk

corona (Chen et al. 2023), which may in fact physically

coincide (Blundell & Beasley 1998; Merloni & Fabian

2002; King et al. 2017).

The kpc-scale spectrum is a superposition of multiple

components. The VLA core flux and the VLBA total

flux at 5.5 GHz are very similar, 5.09 mJy and 5.33 mJy

respectively (see Tables 2 and 4), which indicates that

the pc-scale emission dominates the kpc-scale core at

5.5 GHz. However, the pc-scale emission becomes self-

absorbed at 1–5 GHz, so there must be another com-

ponent on kpc scales, which dominates below 5 GHz

and contributes to the rather flat (αcore = −0.16) spec-

trum. Such a component probably originates from the

jet emission, which is unresolved on scales of ∼ 3 arc-

sec. This is in agreement with a previous kpc-scale radio

spectrum study of NLS1s by Chen et al. (2022), which

suggests that most RQ NLS1s have a synchrotron com-

ponent possibly coming from a compact jet/wind with

a spectral turnover at ∼ 1 GHz. The jet emission may

become optically thin above ∼ 1 GHz, and be partly

resolved out in our VLBA observations at 1–9 GHz.

We note in passing that, free-free emission may also

contribute to the kpc-scale emission, since the spec-

tral slope is consistent with the free-free emission from

photoionized gas slope of α = −0.1. We estimate the

free-free emission at 5 GHz using the relation (eq.22 in

Baskin & Laor 2021)

log νL5GHz = logL[OIII] − 4.5 (erg s−1) , (3)

where νL5GHz is the radio 5 GHz luminosity produced by

free-free emission, and L[OIII] is the [O III]λ5007 emis-

sion line luminosity. In this object, logL[OIII] = 41.0

(erg s−1) (Chen et al. 2018), we thus get log νL5GHz =

36.5 (erg s−1) produced by free-free emission, which falls

short by three orders of magnitude compared to the mea-

sured value of log νL5GHz = 39.6 (erg s−1) (Chen et al.

2020). Generally, free-free emission is more likely to

become detectable in mm wavebands (Baskin & Laor

2021).

5.3. The pc-scale and kpc-scale jet misalignment

The pc-scale jet is in the southeast direction with an

angle of 160◦ from the north in counter-clockwise, while

the kpc-scale jet lies generally in the south-north direc-

tion and the southern jet has an angle of 190◦ from the

north. There are three possible scenarios to explain the

mismatch of the pc and kpc direction of the southern

jet by 30◦, an intermittent jet, a precessing jet, or a

deflected jet.

In the first scenario, the jet may come from an in-

termittent AGN activity. The kpc-scale jet may be the

relic emission of past launching activity, and the pc-scale

jet may have started recently. The jets launched previ-

ously and recently can have different directions. This

scenario has been invoked to explain the morphology

of different kinds of radio sources (e.g. Schoenmakers

et al. 2000; Kaiser et al. 2000; Kharb et al. 2006; Mur-

gia et al. 2011; Orrù et al. 2015; Congiu et al. 2020).

The physical processes which produce this change in

the AGN jet activity are still debated. Possible expla-

nations are galaxy merger, in which the infalling gas

could cause instability of the accretion flow and quench-

ing and restarting the jet activity (Schoenmakers et al.

2000; Nandi et al. 2017), or an internal instability of the

accretion, which can change the orientation of the jet

(Hernández-Garćıa et al. 2017). However, the kpc-scale

lobes have α = −0.7 at 0.32–5.5 GHz, which indicates
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that synchrotron cooling in this frequency range does

not dominate, or the lobes are fed by intermittent fu-

elling (Sridhar et al. 2020; Silpa et al. 2021). We can

assume a simplified picture that the magnetic energy in

an isotropic radio lobe equals to the jet injection energy.

Based on the magnetic field derived from such a simple

assumption, the synchrotron cooling time is longer than

the age of the Universe. Thus it agrees with the ob-

served slopes that the aging of the relativistic electron

population does not dominate.

In the second scenario, the jet axis is in a continuous

precession. Such a phenomenon produces peculiar ex-

tended radio structures, such as S or X shapes, which are

commonly observed in Seyfert galaxies and also in radio

galaxies and blazars (Kukula et al. 1995; Nagar et al.

1999; Thean et al. 2000; Kharb et al. 2006, 2010a,b).

Possible reasons for the jet precession are a binary super-

massive BH (Roos 1988; Nandi et al. 2021), or a warped

disk (Pringle 1996, 1997). However, there is currently

no information about the emission between the pc and

100 kpc scales. Future radio observations on sub-arcsec

scales, such as e-MERLIN and VLA A configuration, are

necessary to explore whether and how the pc-scale and

kpc-scale jets connect to each other.

The third scenario is an external effect that the jet

is deflected by an interaction with the surrounding en-

vironment, e.g., a molecular cloud in the interstellar

medium (ISM). This phenomenon is seen in some ra-

dio galaxies (van Breugel et al. 1985; Tingay et al. 1996;

Tingay 1997). The jet interactions do not halt or dis-

rupt the jet completely, but change the direction by up

to a few tens of degrees, through a jet deflection. The

kpc-scale jet in the object is close to symmetric. If a jet

deflection happens, the ambient medium around the pc-

scale jet is distributed symmetrically, which leads to a

nearly symmetrical kpc-scale jet deflected on both sides.

We further compare the orientation of the host galaxy

and the pc-scale and kpc-scale jets. Figure 5 shows the

near-infrared J-band image observed with the Magellan

Baade telescope (Vietri et al. 2022), and the pc-scale

and kpc-scale jet directions. J0354−1340 is hosted in

a barred spiral galaxy as found in a host galaxy pho-

tometric decomposition study (Vietri et al. 2022). It

is interesting that the pc-scale jet direction is roughly

aligned with the host galaxy bar with only a few de-

grees offset. Thus it is possible that the pc-scale jet

interacts with the symmetrically distributed ISM in the

bar, which may support the deflected jet explanation

for the misalignment of the pc-scale and kpc-scale jets.

Future integral field spectroscopy observations, which

map the distribution of the surrounding gas, will help

to explore this scenario.

South kpc-scale 
jet direction

VLBA pc-scale 
jet direction

NIR J band image

Figure 5. The near-infrared J-band image observed with
the Magellan Baade telescope (Vietri et al. 2022). The black
cross marks the VLBA and the Gaia positions, which are ≲
1 mas offset. The pc-scale and kpc-scale jet directions are
marked in black dotted line and black dashed line, respec-
tively, for comparison. The pc-scale jet direction is roughly
aligned with the host galaxy bar with only a few degrees
offset. We note that there is a small position offset (∼ one
third arcsec) between the Gaia and the J-band image cen-
ters, which is likely an artefact.

5.4. How rare are jetted RQ or RI AGN?

J0354−1340 shows a spectacular 100-kpc two-sided

jet, which is commonly present in RL AGN, but is rare

in RQ or RI AGN. Is the detection of the jet structure

possible just because it is nearby and thus bright, and

thus our instruments are able to detect and resolve it?

In our previous VLA C configuration survey of a sam-

ple of 49 NLS1s detected at 5.5 GHz (Chen et al. 2020),

the average sensitivity is about 10 µJy beam−1. The

flux density of the lobes of this object is about 0.5 mJy,

which is a factor of 10 fainter than that of the core of

about 5 mJy. Let us assume that all the detected NLS1s

have lobes that are a factor of 10 fainter than the core. If

we want to detect the lobes at a 5σ level in our previous

VLA survey, the lobes need to be brighter than 0.05 mJy

and the core needs to be brighter than 0.5 mJy. The flux

densities in our previous VLA survey range from 0.05 to

21.28 mJy, and about half of the objects (24/49) have

a flux density greater than 0.5 mJy. We found only one

such object out of the 24 objects with a flux density

higher than 0.5 mJy, which indicates that such large-jet

NLS1s occur in only ∼ 4% (1/24), or even less, of the

NLS1 population.

Such large-scale jets are apparently rare in AGN with

R ≲ 1, but are they more common in objects with 1 <

R ≲ 10? Figure 6 shows a comparison of the radio source
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Figure 6. A comparison of the radio source size and the ra-
dio loudness R in different objects. The red star represents
J0354−1340. The black circles represent quasars from Jarvis
et al. (2021), which includes a sample of RL and RQ quasars
at z < 0.2. The blue triangles represent NLS1s from Rakshit
et al. (2018, Table 1 therein) and Singh & Chand (2018, Ta-
ble A1 therein), which list NLS1s with kpc-scale structures.
It is evident that the large jet structure in J0354−1340 is
exceptional compared to the other quasars and NLS1s in the
RQ and RI regimes.

size and the radio loudness R in different objects. The

quasars are from Jarvis et al. (2021), which includes a

sample of RL and RQ quasars at z < 0.2. The NLS1s are

from Rakshit et al. (2018, Table 1 therein) and Singh &

Chand (2018, Table A1 therein), which list NLS1s with

kpc-scale structures. The radio size measured in these

objects are based on observations with a resolution of

a few arcsec, e.g. the Faint Images of the Radio Sky at

Twenty-Centimeters (FIRST, Helfand et al. 2015). We

re-calculated the R value in a uniform way. The 5 GHz

flux is converted from the NVSS 1.4 GHz flux assuming

α = −0.7. The B-band flux is converted from the Sloan

Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) g and r magnitudes (Jester

et al. 2005). We exclude the objects with an upper limit

size and include the objects with logR < 3. It is evident

that the object with a large radio size tends to be RL

with a high R value, and the large jet in J0354−1340 is

exceptional compared to the other quasars and NLS1s

with 0 < logR < 3.

A recent study of a representative sample of RQ

PG quasars found a few transition objects between RL

and RQ at logMBH/M⊙ ≳ 8.5 and logLR/LX ≳ −4

(see Figure 4 in Chen et al. 2023). In terms of ra-

dio properties, J0354−1340 is similar to the PG quasar

PG1351+640, which has R = 4.3 (Kellermann et al.

1989) and logLR/LX = −3.9 (Chen et al. 2023). They

both show pc-scale jets with the VLBA. The core emis-

sion has TB ∼ 108 K, and the TB of the jet is compara-

ble to or slightly lower than that of the core. The dif-

ferences are that J0354−1340 has much lower MBH and

higher L/LEdd than PG1351+640, MBH = 107.0M⊙ and

L/LEdd = 0.60 for J0354−1340, and MBH = 108.5M⊙
and L/LEdd = 0.05 for PG1351+640. Additionally,

the jet in PG1351+640 moves at a mildly relativistic

speed of ∼ 0.5c, as indicated in a recent proper motion

study by Wang et al. (2023). Does the pc-scale jet in

J0354−1340 also move at a sub-relativistic speed? Is it

generally true that jets in RQ or RI AGN, if present,

move at a sub-relativistic speed? Future proper motion

monitoring on time scales of years may answer these

questions.

6. SUMMARY

In this work, we present new VLBA 1.5–8.5 GHz

and GMRT 0.32–1.26 GHz observations of J0354−1340,

which is a RQ or RI NLS1 with a 100-kpc two-sided radio

jet and is hosted in a barred spiral galaxy. In combina-

tion with archival VLASS observations at 3.0 GHz and

VLA C configuration observations at 5.5 GHz, we study

the jet emission and the core spectrum on pc and kpc

scales. The main results are summarized as follows.

1. The extended emission observed with the VLBA

in the southeast direction of the core likely originates

from a pc-scale jet. The kpc-scale jet observed with the

VLA and the GMRT is in the south-north direction.

The misalignment between the pc-scale and kpc-scale

jets may be caused by an intermittent jet, a precessing

jet, or a deflected jet.

2. The pc-scale spectrum observed with the VLBA

suggests an optically thick synchrotron source of ∼
0.04 pc, which can be naturally explained by the jet

base or the corona. The pc-scale emission dominates

the kpc-scale core emission above ∼ 5 GHz, but it be-

comes self-absorbed and negligible below ∼ 5 GHz. A

sub-kpc scale jet, which is unresolved with the VLA and

the GMRT, probably dominates the kpc-scale core emis-

sion below ∼ 5 GHz.

Future radio observations on sub-arcsec scales, such

as e-MERLIN and VLA A configuration, can reveal

whether and how the pc-scale and kpc-scale jets connect

to each other. Moreover, proper motion monitoring on

time scales of years can help to investigate whether the

jet moves at a lower speed in RQ or RI AGN compared

to RL AGN. It is also worth exploring how common such

large-scale jets are in the boundary between RQ and RL

AGN.
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