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ABSTRACT

We present a comprehensive analysis of the X-ray observations obtained from XMM-Newton and
Chandra for a sample of bona-fide Compact Symmetric Objects (CSOs) to investigate their X-ray

emission properties. Ultimately, we obtain 32 effective X-ray observational spectra from 17 CSOs.

Most spectra can be well described by an absorbed single power-law model, with the exception of 6

spectra requiring an additional component in the soft X-ray band and 2 spectra exhibiting an iron
emission line component. The data analysis results unveil the diverse characteristics of X-ray emission

from CSOs. The sample covers X-ray luminosity ranging within 1040−1045 erg s−1, intrinsic absorbing

column density (N int
H ) ranging within 1020−1023 cm−2, and photon spectral index (ΓX) ranging within

0.75–3.0. None of the CSOs in our sample have N int
H > 1023 cm−2, indicating that the X-ray emission

in these CSOs is not highly obscured. The distribution of ΓX for these CSOs closely resembles that
observed in a sample of radio-loud quasars and low-excitation radio galaxies (RGs). In the radio–

X-ray luminosity panel, these CSOs exhibit a distribution more akin to FR I RGs than FR II RGs,

characterized by higher luminosities. The positive correlation between ΓX and the Eddington ratio,

which has been noted in radio-quiet active galactic nuclei, is not observed in these CSOs. These
findings suggest that although the contribution of the disk-corona system cannot be completely ruled

out, jet/lobe radiation likely plays a dominant role in the X-ray emission of these CSOs.

Keywords: galaxies: active—galaxies: jets—radio continuum: galaxies—X-rays: galaxies

1. INTRODUCTION

Compact symmetric objects (CSOs) are a special type
of radio-loud active galactic nuclei (RL-AGNs), char-

acterized by their symmetrical radio morphology with

a compact projection size of ≤1 kpc (Phillips & Mutel

1980; Wilkinson et al. 1994; Readhead et al. 1996b).

The symmetrical radio morphology exhibited by CSOs
resembles that of classical radio galaxies (RGs), thus

earning them miniature versions of RGs. It is

widely accepted that the jets in CSOs have a large

viewing angle and are minimally influenced by rela-
tivistic beaming effects, thereby accounting for their

symmetrical radio morphology (Phillips & Mutel 1980;

Wilkinson et al. 1994; Readhead et al. 1996b). Based

on the perfectly compact and symmetrical radio mor-
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phology, certain AGNs are classified as CSOs; how-
ever, these CSOs also exhibit properties of relativis-

tic jets, such as PKS 1543+005, CTD 135, and PKS

1413+135 (Readhead et al. 2021; Gan et al. 2021, 2022;

Kiehlmann et al. 2024). Recently, Kiehlmann et al.

(2024) introduced two additional criteria to redefine
CSOs: low variability and low apparent speeds along

the jets. Based on these criteria, they compiled a com-

prehensive catalog of “bona fide” CSOs.

The reason for the compactness of CSOs is still
debated. Both the derived age based on the ad-

vance speed of lobe/hotspot and the synchrotron-loss

timescale indicate that CSOs are young, less than 104

yr (Readhead et al. 1996b; Owsianik & Conway 1998;

Taylor et al. 2000; Murgia 2003; An et al. 2012). There-
fore, it is believed that CSOs represent AGNs in their

early stages of evolution and will eventually evolve into

classical RGs (Phillips & Mutel 1980; Fanti et al. 1995;

Readhead et al. 1996a). Alternatively, the compactness
of CSOs may be attributed to their existence in dense en-
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vironments (e.g., van Breugel et al. 1984; Bicknell et al.

1997; Callingham et al. 2017).

The physical origin of X-ray emission in CSOs is also a

subject of debate. In the radio–X-ray flux plane, high-
excitation radio galaxies (HERGs) and low-excitation

radio galaxies (LERGs) exhibit distinct distributions.

Similarly, compact radio sources also display this distri-

bution pattern (Figure 3 in Kunert-Bajraszewska et al.

2014). HERGs are characterized by radiatively efficient
accretion disks with an Eddington ratio (REdd) > 0.01,

while LERGs possess radiatively inefficient disks with

REdd < 0.01 (Heckman & Best 2014). This indicates

two distinct modes of X-ray emission may be present in
compact radio sources: jets/lobes and the disc-corona

system. The X-ray emission from the disc-corona sys-

tem is generally obscured by the torus and often accom-

panied by iron emission line (e.g., Nandra et al. 2007;

Iwasawa et al. 2012; Ricci et al. 2014). However, in the
case of CSOs with dimensions comparable to or smaller

than the torus, X-ray emission from jets/lobes may also

be obscured by the torus, leading to the generation of

iron emission line (Król et al. 2024). In this scenario,
X-rays are produced via the inverse Compton (IC) pro-

cess involving relativistic electrons in their nucleus-jet

or mini-lobes; furthermore, distinguishing between these

two IC processes remains challenging. Stawarz et al.

(2008) proposed a simple dynamical model to describe
the evolution of a relativistic jet-cocoon system, which

was successfully applied by Ostorero et al. (2010) to fit

the broadband spectral energy distributions (SEDs) of

gigahertz-peaked spectrum objects (GPSs). According
to this model, X-rays are produced through the IC scat-

tering of relativistic electrons in lobes. Furthermore,

this model forecasts the observable γ-ray emission from

some compact radio sources. Now three bona fide CSOs

(PKS 1718–649, NGC 3894, TXS 0128+554) defined
in Kiehlmann et al. (2024) have been detected in high-

energy γ-ray band (Migliori et al. 2016; Principe et al.

2020; Lister et al. 2020; Gan et al. 2024). Addition-

ally, one CSO, NGC 4278, has been observed in the
very-high-energy (VHE) γ-ray band (Cao et al. 2024a).

Alternatively, X-rays could originate from the thermal

emission of the large-scale environment (Heinz et al.

1998; O’Dea et al. 2000). All these thermal and non-

thermal radiation processes could contribute to the total
X-ray emission observed in CSOs, making it challenging

to disentangle these contributions.

In this paper, we carefully select a sample of au-

thentic CSOs from Kiehlmann et al. (2024) and conduct
a comprehensive analysis of the Chandra and XMM-

Newton observations for these CSOs, while also inte-

grating multi-frequency radio data to explore their X-

ray emission properties. The detailed description of the

selected sample is presented in Section 2. Section 3 and

Section 4 present the data analysis of X-ray observations

along with the corresponding results. Discussion on the
obscuration and origin of X-ray emission in these CSOs

is given in Section 5. A summary is provided in Section

6. Throughout, the cosmological parameters H0 = 71

km s−1 Mpc−1, Ωm = 0.27, and ΩΛ = 0.73 are adopted.

2. SAMPLE SELECTION

Based on the redefinition of CSOs, Kiehlmann et al.

(2024) have compiled a catalog of bona fide CSOs, in-
cluding 79 CSOs. Among these CSOs, 27 CSOs have

been observed by Chandra and/or XMM-Newton. It

should be noted that NGC 4278 is also included in this

bona fide CSO catalog and has the Chandra and XMM-

Newton observations. However, it has been reported
to be associated with a VHE γ-ray source 1LHAASO

J1219+2915, and the integral flux during active peri-

ods is ∼ 7 times higher than that during quiet peri-

ods (Cao et al. 2024a,b). Additionally, Swift-XRT ob-
servations during the active phase in the TeV band re-

veal an X-ray flux more than one order of magnitude

higher than that detected by Chandra approximately

12 yr earlier (Lian et al. 2024). Furthermore, its flux

density at 6 cm from 1972 to 2003 shows significant
variability on timescales of years (Giroletti et al. 2005).

So NGC 4278 is excluded from our sample. CSOs OQ

208, JVAS J1511+0518, S4 2021+61, and NGC 7674

have been reported as X-ray obscured AGNs and ex-
tensively studied alongside hard-X-ray observation data

(Gandhi et al. 2017; Sobolewska et al. 2019a, 2023). In

this paper, we will not reanalyze their observation data.

However, the findings reported for these four CSOs are

taken into consideration in the discussion presented in
Section 5. More detailed information about these four

obscured CSOs can be found in Appendix A. Our main

focus in this study is on the remaining 22 CSOs pre-

sented in Table 1.
The information of the 22 CSOs, together

with the four obscured CSOs, is given in Ta-

ble 1, including their redshift, linear size, angu-

lar size, and Eddington ratio. And, the informa-

tion is taken from Woo & Urry (2002), Fanti et al.
(2011), Liao & Gu (2020), Wójtowicz et al. (2020),

Balasubramaniam et al. (2021), and Kiehlmann et al.

(2024). The highest redshift among these CSOs is

0.66847 for CSO 0108+388, while half of the sources
have a redshift below 0.15. All sources have a linear size

smaller than 750 pc, and half of them possess a linear

size of less than 150 pc. The majority of these sources

exhibit an angular size below 100 milliarcseconds (mas),
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except for one source with an angular size exceeding 1

arcsec. This small angular extent implies that even the

X-ray satellites like Chandra are unable to resolve the

core and jet structures within these CSOs. Therefore,
all CSOs are treated as point-like sources during data

analysis.

3. X-RAY OBSERVATIONS AND DATA ANALYSIS

Among the 22 CSOs, Chandra has observed 13 CSOs

(Table 2), while XMM-Newton has conducted observa-
tions on 16 CSOs (Table 3). There is an overlap of

observations between Chandra and XMM-Newton for 7

CSOs. Additionally, several CSOs have been observed

more than three times. All source positions are obtained

from Kiehlmann et al. (2024).

3.1. X-ray Data Reduction

This work employs a list of Chandra datasets, ob-

tained by the Chandra X-ray Observatory, contained

in doi:10.25574/cdc.302. The Chandra Advanced CCD

Imaging Spectrometer S-array (ACIS-S) is used for
all Chandra observations, with the exception of B3

0402+379, which employs the I-array (ACIS-I). We pro-

cess Chandra observation data using CIAO (version

4.15) with calibration database CALDB (version 4.10.4),

and generate the level-2 event file following standard
procedures. The source spectrum is extracted from a

circle with a radius of ∼ 7′′ centered on the source posi-

tion, while the background spectrum is extracted from

an annular region with inner and outer radii of 10′′ and
20′′ respectively, also centered on the source position.

The total counts and net counts within the range of

0.5 to 7.5 keV in the source extraction region for each

observation are provided in Table 2. These values are

obtained using XSPEC (version 12.13.0c).
For the XMM-Newton observations, we process the

observation data using the XMM-Newton SCIENCE

ANALYSIS SYSTEM (SAS, version -1.3) and the latest

calibration files following standard procedures. XMM-

Newton carries three X-ray CCD cameras, including the

European Photon Imaging Camera (EPIC)-PN and two

EPIC-MOS (MOS1 and MOS2) CCD arrays. Spectra

are generated using observation data from both the PN

and MOS CCD arrays. Time intervals with background
count rate exceeding 0.4 counts s−1 for PN and 0.35

counts s−1 for MOS are excluded from analysis. The re-

sulting clean exposure times for each observation from

the PN and MOS instruments are summarized in Table
3. Source photons are extracted from a circle with a

radius of ∼ 32′′ centered on the source position, while

background photons are extracted from a similar circle

within a nearby no-source region on the same CCD. As

both PKS 1117+146 and PKS 1934–63 have an object

nearby, the source and background regions with a radius

of ∼ 16′′ are used for the two CSOs. The total counts

and net counts within the range of 0.5 to 7.5 keV in the
source extraction region for each observation from PN

and MOS are presented in Table 3. These values are

obtained using XSPEC (version 12.13.0c). MOS1 and

MOS2 are identical instruments with similar instrumen-

tal response functions. We first combine the spectra of
MOS1 and MOS2 into one spectrum for each source,

and then fit the PN spectrum and the combined MOS

spectrum simultaneously.

The pileup effect has been examined for all obser-
vations. For each observation conducted by Chan-

dra , a pileup map is generated using the CIAO task

pileup_map1. In the produced pileup map, any pixel

with a value exceeding 0.2 counts per frame indicates

the presence of pileup. Regarding XMM-Newton obser-
vations, a bright point source with a count rate surpass-

ing 0.7 counts s−1 should be assessed for the occurrence

of pileup using the epatplot task. Two Chandra obser-

vations suffer from the impact of pileup, namely Obs-ID
3055 for JVAS J1234+4753 and Obs-ID 16623 for PKS

1718–649, while no consideration needs to be given to

the occurrence of pileup in XMM-Newton observations.

During the data analysis of Obs-ID 3055 for JVAS

J1234+4753 and Obs-ID 16623 for PKS 1718–649, the
source spectrum is extracted from an annular region

based on the generated pileup map. This extraction pro-

cess excludes any pixel regions that have a count value

surpassing 0.2 counts per frame. In Obs-ID 3055 for
JVAS J1234+4753, where 9 pixels exceed this threshold,

an annular region with inner and outer radii of approx-

imately 1′′ and 7′′ respectively is employed for extract-

ing the source spectrum. Similarly, in Obs-ID 16623 for

PKS 1718–649, where 4 pixels surpass the count limit in
the pileup map, an annular region with inner and outer

radii of approximately 0.7′′ and 7′′ respectively is uti-

lized to extract the source spectrum. The background

spectra are obtained from an annular region with inner
and outer radii of 10′′ and 20′′. The total and net counts

within the range of 0.5 to 7.5 keV in the source extracted

regions for both observations are presented in Table 4.

The factors, such as low X-ray signals observed from

the source, short exposure time during observation, or
persistently high background activities ultimately hin-

der our ability to extract net counts or generate an ef-

fective energy spectrum for certain observations. For

specific details regarding these issues in each observa-

1 http://cxc.harvard.edu/ciao/ahelp/acis_pileup.html

https://doi.org/10.25574/cdc.302
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tion and individual source, please refer to Appendix B,

as well as Tables 2 and 3.

3.2. Spectral Analysis

We perform X-ray spectral analysis using XSPEC
(version 12.13.0c). For observations with a sufficient

number of net counts, we utilize the grppha tool to group

the source spectrum, ensuring a minimum of 20 counts

per energy bin and apply the χ2 statistic for spectral
analysis. In cases where the net counts are insufficient,

we set a minimum of 5 counts per energy bin to group

the source spectrum and employ the C-statistic for spec-

tral analysis. For S4 1943+54, which exhibits extremely

low counts, we reduce the minimum number of counts
per energy bin to 2 and continue to use the C-statistic.

It is important to note that the C-statistic is not valid

when background counts are non-negligible. Therefore,

despite the low net counts observed for PKS 1117+14,
we set a minimum of 15 counts per energy bin and main-

tain the use of the χ2 statistic for its spectral analysis.

We first adopt a simple absorbed power-law model

to fit the X-ray spectrum of all sources in our sample,

considering both Galactic and host galaxy absorption,
i.e.,

N(E) = AE−ΓX exp{−Ngal

H
σ(E)−N int

H σ[E(1+z)]}, (1)

where A is the normalization at 1 keV, ΓX is the pho-
ton spectral index, σ is the photo-electric cross section,

and N
gal
H and N int

H are the absorbing column densities of

Galactic and host galaxy, respectively. In XSPEC, the

model can be expressed as tbabs∗ztbabs(powerlaw).

The value of N
gal
H is fixed at the reported value in

HI4PI Collaboration et al. (2016), while N int
H is kept

free during the spectral fitting.

For sources with multiple observations available, we

initially conduct spectral fitting on the combined spec-
trum of these observations to establish a constraint for

N int
H . Subsequently, we fix the value of N int

H while allow-

ing ΓX and A to vary freely during the spectral fitting

of each individual observation, as exemplified by TXS

0128+554, B3 0402+379, B3 0710+439, S5 1946+70,
and PKS 1718–649. However, for certain sources where

the combined spectrum fails to provide reliable parame-

ter constraints, we opt to fit their individual spectra di-

rectly, keeping N int
H , ΓX, and A as free parameters, such

as NGC 3894, JVAS J1234+4753, CTD 93, and PKS

1934–63. All spectral fittings are performed within the

0.5–7.5 keV energy band. Further details regarding each

source can be found in Tables 5, 6, and in Appendix B.

Significant residuals are observed in the soft X-ray

band for the spectra of PKS 1718–6492, NGC 3894,

and PKS B1345+125 when fitting these spectra with

the absorbed power-law model. This suggests the
presence of an additional spectral component. Ex-

tended X-ray emission on the kpc scale, beyond the

size of the CSOs, has been previously detected in

these sources (Siemiginowska et al. 2008; Beuchert et al.

2018; Balasubramaniam et al. 2021). We thus consider
a thermal plasma component (APEC in XSPEC) to opti-

mize the spectral fitting. In addition, 2 spectra exhibit

an emission line feature at around 6.4 keV, necessitating

the inclusion of a Gaussian model (zgauss in XSPEC)
for spectral fitting. For specific information regarding

individual sources, please refer to the Appendix B.

4. RESULTS OF X-RAY DATA ANALYSIS

By conducting a comprehensive analysis of the ob-
servational data, we have successfully derived 18 valid

X-ray spectra from 12 Chandra observational CSOs and

obtained 14 valid X-ray spectra from 12 XMM-Newton

observational CSOs. Among these sources, 7 CSOs are

included in both Chandra and XMM-Newton observa-
tions; therefore, we obtain at least one reliable obser-

vational spectrum for each of the 17 CSOs through our

meticulous data analysis. The majority of the spectra

can be adequately fitted using a simple absorbed power-
law model, except for 6 spectra from 3 CSOs showing

residuals in the soft X-ray band and requiring the sec-

ond component, and 2 spectra from 2 CSOs exhibit-

ing an iron emission line component. The Appendix B

and Tables 5, 6 provide additional details for individ-
ual CSOs. For sources with multiple observations, the

values of N int
H , ΓX, and L2−10 keV (the corrected lumi-

nosity in the 2–10 keV band) used in all distribution and

correlation analyses are determined based on a selection
criterion. Specifically, we first consider the fitting re-

sults from joint spectral analysis. If joint spectral fitting

is not available, we prioritize the results that best con-

strain N int
H , followed by selecting the observation with

the maximum net photon counts. The main findings are
summarized below.

• N int
H . When comparing these values with the

N
gal
H values for each CSO, it becomes evident that

an additional absorption component besides the

Galactic absorption is required to accurately fit

these X-ray spectra. The distribution of N int
H

2 The three Chandra observations of PKS 1718-649 did not reveal
significant residuals in the soft X-ray band, likely attributable to
the limited size of the extracted regions.
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is primarily concentrated between 1021 and 1022

cm−2, as illustrated in Figure 1(a). Notably,

these values are significantly lower than those ob-

served for the four obscured CSOs, which possess
an N int

H exceeding 1023 cm−2(Gandhi et al. 2017;

Sobolewska et al. 2019a, 2023).

• ΓX. The ΓX values of the CSOs in our sample

span a wide range, from 0.75 to ∼ 3.0, with a

clustering tendency around ΓX ∼ 1.5−2.0, as pre-
sented in Figure 1(b). Notably, three CSOs (TXS

0128+554, B3 0402+379, JVAS J1234+4753) ex-

hibit discernibly softer spectra compared to the

other CSOs, characterized by values of ΓX >

2.0. Note that individual sources exhibiting a low
signal-to-noise ratio tend to have a low ΓX value

(< 1.4), which is likely attributable to absorption

effects.

• L2−10 keV. We calculate their unabsorbed flux
in the 2–10 keV band (F2−10 keV) by extrapolat-

ing the power-law spectral component in the 0.5–

7.5 keV band. And, the corresponding luminos-

ity in the 2–10 keV band (L2−10 keV) is also cal-

culated. As illustrated in Figure 1(c), the values
of L2−10 keV span five orders of magnitude, from

1040 erg s−1 to 1045 erg s−1, clustering around

1042 − 1044 erg s−1.

• The L2−10 keV–ΓX plane. We plot Γx against

L2−10 keV for the 17 CSOs and the 4 obscured
CSOs in Figure 2. No correlation is found between

L2−10 keV and Γx.

• Variability. In our sample, 9 CSOs have more

than one observation, as shown in Tables 6. TXS

0128+554, B3 0402+379, and JVAS J1234+4753
consistently exhibit a steep spectrum. ΓX and

F2−10 keV of the three sources remain constant

within their errors. Similarly, no significant vari-

ation in ΓX and F2−10 keV is observed for B3
0710+439 and PKS 1934–63; however, these two

CSOs display a flat spectrum. Both CTD 93 and

S5 1946+70 have no significant variability in X-

ray flux, however there is a change in the spec-

tral shape from soft to hard. Although the flux of
NGC 3894 experienced a slight change, two obser-

vations obtained by Chandra and XMM-Newton

detectors separated by a duration of 13 yr. As for

PKS 1718–649, there are three Chandra and three
XMM-Newton observations available. Although

the flux observed in 2014 is nearly twice as high

as that in 2010, 2017, 2018, and 2020, the fluxes

recorded on June 20th and June 23rd of that year

appear to be identical considering errors. While

the 2014 observations of PKS 1718–649 yield com-

parable flux levels, they exhibit distinct ΓX values:

ΓX = 1.70+0.09
−0.09 and ΓX = 2.25+0.12

−0.12, respectively.
It should be noted that the pileup effect may have

influenced the observation (Obs-ID 16623, con-

ducted on June 23rd), potentially contributing to

the steeper spectrum with ΓX = 2.25+0.12
−0.12, al-

though this effect was accounted for during data
analysis.

• Soft X-ray exceeds. Six spectra from three CSOs

(NGC 3894, PKS B1345+125, and PKS 1718-649)
exhibit significant residuals in the soft X-ray band,

necessitating the inclusion of a second component

to optimize the spectral fits. Considering the ex-

tended X-ray emission observed in these sources

(Siemiginowska et al. 2008; Beuchert et al. 2018;
Balasubramaniam et al. 2021), a thermal plasma

model is introduced to account for this ex-

cess soft X-ray emission. The fitting results

yield a temperature of kT ∼ 0.8 keV for the
spectra of the three sources. Notably, the

obtained kT values for NGC 3894 and PKS

1718–649 are consistent with those reported in

Beuchert et al. (2018), Balasubramaniam et al.

(2021), and Bronzini et al. (2024).

5. DISCUSSION

5.1. Comparison of Absorbing Columns between CSOs

and RGs

RGs, classified into centre-brightened (FR I) and

edge-brightened (FR II) types (Fanaroff & Riley 1974),

are also believed to have large viewing angles

(Urry & Padovani 1995). And CSOs are considered to

be the miniature versions of RGs. FR II RGs tend to be
highly obscured, with intrinsic absorbing column density

generally exceeding N int
H >1023 cm−2 (Hardcastle et al.

2009). In contrast, a study by Donato et al. (2004) pre-

sented Chandra and XMM-Newton observations of 25
FR I RGs, revealing that only eight sources exhibit ex-

cess absorbing column density over the Galactic absorb-

ing column density, with most values in the range of

1020 cm−2 to 1021 cm−2. We compile the N int
H val-

ues for a sample of RGs from the literature, includ-
ing the FR I RG sample from Donato et al. (2004) and

Evans et al. (2006), as well as the FR II RG sample from

Hardcastle et al. (2009), and compare these with those

of CSOs in our sample.
As shown in Figure 3, the distribution of N int

H for

CSOs spans a broad range, encompassing the regions oc-

cupied by both FR I and FR II RGs. The N int
H values for

the majority of CSOs and FR I RGs cluster within the
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range of 1021 cm−2 to 1022 cm−2, whereas those for most

FR II RGs are concentrated between 1023 cm−2 and 1024

cm−2. We further examine the statistical differences be-

tween CSOs (excluding upper limit) and FR I RGs as
well as FR II RGs using the Kolmogorov–Smirnov test

(K–S test), which yields a chance probability of pKS.

When pKS > 0.1, it would strongly suggest no statistical

difference between two samples, while it would strongly

indicate a statistical difference between two samples if
pKS < 10−4. We obtain pKS = 0.15 between CSOs and

FR I RGs and pKS = 1.75 × 10−3 between CSOs and

FR II RGs. So, most CSOs in our sample are not highly

obscured; they are more like FR I RGs than FR II RG.

5.2. Origins of X-ray Emission

5.2.1. Comparison of ΓX with Other Types of AGNs

The distribution of the photon spectral index ΓX

can offer insights into the origin of X-ray emission
in CSOs. Previous studies have suggested that dif-

ferent origins of X-rays may correspond to distinct

ranges of spectral indices (Siemiginowska et al. 2008;

Tengstrand et al. 2009). Therefore, we compile a sam-
ple comprising RL quasars (RLQs; Reeves & Turner

2000) and RQ quasars (RQQs; Reeves & Turner 2000;

Kelly et al. 2007), as well as LERGs (Belsole et al. 2006;

Evans et al. 2006; Hardcastle et al. 2006, 2009). We

compare their distributions of ΓX with that of CSOs
in our sample, as illustrated in Figure 4. The aver-

age values for ΓX are found to be ΓX = 1.66 ± 0.04 for

RLQs in Reeves & Turner (2000), and ΓX = 1.89± 0.05

and ΓX = 2.03 ± 0.31 for RQQs in Reeves & Turner
(2000) and in Kelly et al. (2007) respectively, while it is

ΓX = 1.60± 0.02 for CSOs in our sample.

As illustrated in Figure 4, the ΓX distribution of CSOs

closely resembles that of RLQs and LERGs. We fur-

ther employ the K-S test to investigate the statisti-
cal differences in the ΓX distribution between CSOs

and RQQs, RLQs, and LERGs. The K–S tests yield

pKS = 0.80 between CSOs and LERGs, pKS = 0.30 be-

tween CSOs and RLQs, and pKS = 6.31× 10−4 between
CSOs and RQQs (sample from Reeves & Turner 2000),

while pKS = 4.51 × 10−5 between CSOs and a larger

RQQ sample reported in Kelly et al. (2007). Hence, the

ΓX distribution of CSOs in our sample is more similar

to that of RLQs and LERGs, suggesting that the X-ray
emission of these CSOs may originate from non-thermal

processes and be dominated by nucleus-jet or mini-lobe

emission, akin to those observed in RLQs and LERGs.

5.2.2. Correlations between Radio and X-ray Emission

Although LERGs and HERGs do not have a

one-to-one correspondence with the FR I–FR II

categories, most LERGs show FR I RG mor-

phology (Hine & Longair 1979; Laing et al. 1994;

Hardcastle et al. 2009). In FR II RGs, the X-

ray emission primarily originates from the disk-
corona system, whereas in FR I RGs, it arises

from non-thermal processes associated with the jets

(Hardcastle & Worrall 2000; Balmaverde et al. 2006;

Hardcastle et al. 2009). On the radio–X-ray luminos-

ity plane, FR I RGs/LERGs and FR II RGs/HERGs
occupy distinct regions, supporting the different domi-

nant origins of their X-ray emission (Tengstrand et al.

2009, Kunert-Bajraszewska et al. 2014). To investigate

the dominant origin of X-rays in our CSO sample, we
compile a sample of FR I and FR II RGs and compare

them with our CSO sample in the radio–X-ray luminos-

ity panel. The data of FR I and FR II RGs are taken

from Tengstrand et al. (2009) and references therein, ex-

cluding the upper limit data points. For CSOs, the data
at 5 GHz and 8 GHz are taken from the Radio Funda-

mental Catalog3 (RFC).

As illustrated in Figure 5(a), L2−10 keV represents the

2–10 keV X-ray luminosity, while L5 GHz denotes the
core radio luminosity at 5 GHz. We find that nearly all

CSOs fall within the 95% confidence band of the best lin-

ear fit for FR I RGs and are distinctly separated from

the FR II RGs. Given that a larger portion of CSOs

in our sample have 8 GHz data available in the RFC,
we use the core radio luminosity at 8 GHz instead of

5 GHz, as displayed in Figure 5(b). The distribution

of CSOs remains consistent with that observed in Fig-

ure 5(a); the X-ray-to-radio luminosity ratios in CSOs
closely align with those observed in FR I RGs. Notably,

on average, CSOs exhibit higher luminosities than FR

I RGs and are positioned at the high-luminosity exten-

sion of the 95% confidence band of the best linear fit for

FR I RGs. While the possibility of disk-corona contri-
butions to X-ray emission in individual CSOs cannot be

entirely ruled out, the X-ray emission of most CSOs in

our sample is predominantly attributed to non-thermal

processes associated with jets or lobes, similar to those
observed in FR I RGs.

5.2.3. ΓX vs. REdd

The X-ray emission in RQ-AGNs is believed to orig-

inate from the IC process of the optical/UV photons

by hot or relativistic electrons existing in the corona

(Fabian et al. 2000; Turner & Miller 2009). A high Ed-
dington ratio leads to an augmented IC cooling of the

disc-corona system, and thus a steeper X-ray power-

law spectrum (Brandt & Alexander 2015 for a review).

3 http://astrogeo.org/rfc/
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A positive correlation between ΓX and REdd is ex-

pected and observed in RQ-AGNs (Wang et al. 2004;

Shemmer et al. 2006, 2008; Cao 2009; Risaliti et al.

2009; Li 2019). Furthermore, the hard X-ray (2–10 keV)
power-law spectral slope can serve as an estimator of

the Eddington ratio in RQ-AGNs (e.g., Shemmer et al.

2008; Risaliti et al. 2009). Conversely, at low Eddington

ratio (REdd < 10−3), a negative correlation between ΓX

and REdd has been observed in low-luminosity AGNs
(Gu & Cao 2009; Younes et al. 2011; Yang et al. 2015;

She et al. 2018; Diaz et al. 2023). These low-luminosity

AGNs may have an accretion geometry distinct from

that of luminous AGNs, characterized by advection-
dominated accretion flows (ADAFs; Yuan & Narayan

2014).

We collect the REdd values of CSOs in our sample

from the literature, which are presented in Table 1.

The corresponding references and calculation methods
for REdd are also detailed in Table 1. It is impor-

tant to acknowledge that we are currently unable to

quantify the uncertainty in REdd arising from the dif-

ferent calculation methods. The relationship between
ΓX and REdd for CSOs is illustrated in Figure 6. Con-

sidering the large errors of data points in Figure 6, we

employ the bootstrap method to sample within the er-

ror range (Efron 1979) and estimate the correlation co-

efficient (r) between ΓX and REdd. This estimation
yields a value of r = 0.27 ± 0.26. When considering

only sources with REdd > 10−3, the correlation analy-

sis results in r = 0.35 ± 0.18. These findings suggest

that there is no significant correlation between ΓX and
REdd for these CSOs. This differs from the character-

istics observed in RQ-AGNs. Liao et al. (2020) inves-

tigated the relation between ΓX and REdd in a young

radio source sample but failed to identify any positive

correlation. Similarly, Li (2019) reported no significant
correlation existing between ΓX and REdd for RL-AGNs

while it was observed in an RQ-AGN sample. However,

Brightman et al. (2013) suggested that the RL-AGNs in

their sample are generally consistent with the correlation
trend observed in their RQ-AGN sample. Nevertheless,

we observe that only considering the very RL sources

with R > 100 (R: the radio-loudness parameter defined

in Kellermann et al. 1989), they do not obey this corre-

lation in their figure 9. For comparative purposes, the
RL sources with R > 100 in Brightman et al. (2013),

along with the fitting line of the ΓX–REdd relationship

for their RQ-AGN sample, are also present in Figure

6. Additionally, we include the fitting lines between ΓX

and REdd reported in other studies (Gu & Cao 2009;

Fanali et al. 2013; She et al. 2018; Diaz et al. 2023). It

is observed that these CSOs, together with the RL-

AGNs in Brightman et al. (2013), do not adhere to those

established fitting lines. These findings further suggest

that jet radiation, including both nucleus-jet and mini-

lobe emission, should be regarded as the predominant
source of X-ray emission in these CSOs.

6. SUMMARY

We have conducted a comprehensive analysis of the

Chandra and XMM-Newton X-ray observations for a

sample of 22 CSOs, successfully deriving reliable X-ray

spectra for 17 CSOs. Among these, 2 CSOs exhibit
an iron emission line component, while 3 CSOs require

an additional soft X-ray component to better fit their

spectral characteristics. Multiple observations are avail-

able for 9 CSOs; however, none of them displays signifi-
cant flux variation. Although most CSOs in our sample

required an absorbing column density higher than the

Galactic value to adequately model their X-ray spectra,

the distribution of the derived N int
H values suggests that

these CSOs are not heavily absorbed.
We compiled a sample of N int

H values for FR I and FR

II RGs from Donato et al. (2004), Evans et al. (2006),

and Hardcastle et al. (2009). Comparing this with our

CSO sample, we found that CSOs tend to have a simi-
lar N int

H distribution to FR I RGs. Additionally, the ΓX

distribution of CSOs is more closely aligned with that of

RLQs and LERGs. In the radio–X-ray luminosity dia-

gram, CSOs exhibit a distribution similar to that of FR

I RGs, distinctly separated from FR II RGs, positioned
at the high-luminosity extension of the 95% confidence

band of the best linear fit for FR I RGs. We there-

fore suggest that the jet radiation, encompassing both

nucleus-jet and mini-lobe emissions, is the predominant
source of X-ray emission in these CSOs. However, con-

tributions from a disk-corona system cannot be entirely

ruled out, especially for individual CSOs.
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Figure 1. The distributions of N
int

H (Panel -(a)), ΓX (Panel -(b)), and L2−10 keV (Panel -(c)) for the CSO sample, where
the diagonal shaded areas indicate the distributions of 4 obscured CSOs. The data of the 4 obscured CSOs are taken from
Gandhi et al. (2017) and Sobolewska et al. (2019a, 2023). The empty area in the Panel -(a) indicates that only an upper-limit
value of N int

H is obtained.
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while the opened squares represent the 4 obscured CSOs. The data of the 4 obscured CSOs are taken from Gandhi et al. (2017)
and Sobolewska et al. (2019a, 2023).
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Table 1. Source information. Column (1) source name; Column (2)
redshift; Column (3) angle size (in mas); Column (4) linear size (in
kpc); Column (5) Eddington ratio; Column (6) references.

Source z� Ang.Size� Lin.Size� logREdd Ref.♣

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

22 CSOs

B2 0026+34 0.517 29.1 0.180 -2.8 [1]

0108+388 0.66847 8.0 0.056 -1.31 [2]

B2 0116+31 0.0602 100.0 0.115 -1.94 [2]

TXS 0128+554 0.03649 23.0 0.016 - -

B3 0402+379 0.05505 42.0 0.044 - -

B3 0710+439 0.518 35.0 0.217 -0.83 [2]

JVAS J1035+5628 0.46 38.0 0.221 -3.38 [1]

PKS 1117+146 0.362 101.0 0.507 -3.13 [1]

NGC 3894 0.01075 54.8 0.012 -4 [3]

JVAS J1234+4753 0.373082 27.4 0.140 - -

JVAS J1247+6723 0.107219 5.0 0.010 -3.92 [1]

DA 344 0.36801 68.0 0.345 -1.5 [2]

PKS B1345+125 0.121 100.0 0.215 -2.93 [1]

1358+625 0.431 67.6 0.378 -2.43 [1]

B3 1441+409 0.15 123.4 0.319 - -

4C 52.37 0.105689 250.0 0.478 -3.61 [1]

CTD 93 0.473 61.3 0.362 -2.57 [1]

PKS 1718–649 0.01443 7.0 0.002 -2.02 [2]

PKS 1934–63 0.183 42.6 0.130 -0.7 [2]

S4 1943+54 0.263 48.8 0.196 - -

S5 1946+70 0.101 40.6 0.075 - -

TXS 2352+495 0.23831 90.0 0.337 -1.6 [2]

4 obscured CSOs

OQ 208 0.077 11.0 0.016 -1.97 [1]

JVAS J1511+0518 0.084 10.6 0.017 -2.23 [1]

S4 2021+61 0.2266 29.0 0.104 -1.83 [2]

NGC 7674 0.02892 1300.0 0.744 -0.52 [4]

�The redshift, linear size (LS), and angular size of the 26 CSOs, excluding
B3 1441+409, are taken from Kiehlmann et al. (2024). The redshift and
angular size of B3 1441+409 are obtained from Fanti et al. (2011) and
Kiehlmann et al. (2024), respectively, while its linear size is estimated by us.

♣REdd = Lbol/LEdd, where Lbol is the bolometric luminosity and LEdd =

1.38 × 1038MBH/M⊙ is the Eddington luminosity. [1] Liao & Gu (2020):
Lbol is estimated from the luminosity of emission lines Hβ or [OIII]. MBH is
estimated using the line width and luminosity of the broad line Hβ through
an empirical relation, or by the relation between MBH and stellar velocity
dispersions σ∗; [2] Wójtowicz et al. (2020): MBH is estimated using the bulge
luminosity-MBH relation, or host galaxy absolute magnitude in R-band with
the MR-MBH relation, or the σ∗-MBH relation; Lbol is also estimated from the
luminosity of emission lines Hβ or [OIII]; [3] Balasubramaniam et al. (2021):
MBH is estimated using the σ∗-MBH relation. The upper limit on accretion
disk luminosity, estimated from the observed IR flux, is considered as Lbol;
[4] Woo & Urry (2002): MBH is estimated using the σ∗-MBH relation. A
bolometric correction with a range of Lbol/L2−10keV ≈ 10 − 20 is used to
estimate Lbol.
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Table 2. Chandra observations. Column (1) source name; Col-
umn (2) observation date; Column (3) observation ID; Column
(4) observation exposure time (in ks); Column (5) total counts
within the range of 0.5 to 7.5 keV in the source extracted region;
Column (6) net counts within the range of 0.5 to 7.5 keV in the
source extracted region.

Source Date Obs.ID Exposure Total Net

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

B2 0116+31 2010-11-04 12848 4.74 7 5

TXS 0128+554 2019-03-29 21408 5.73 438 437

2019-03-30 22160 6.68 565 483

2019-03-31 22161 3.84 327 279

2019-04-01 22162 3.06 278 238

B3 0402+379 2011-04-04 12704 9.99 414 222

2013-11-06 16120 94.74 4147 2355

B3 0710+439 2011-01-18 12845 37.85 1781 1763

NGC 3894 2009-07-20 10389 38.54 510 495

JVAS J1234+4753� 2002-03-23 3055 4.76 - -

PKS B1345+125 2000-02-24 836 25.35 1461 1427

4C 52.37 2007-06-03 8257 19.91 46 39

CTD 93 2010-12-04 12846 37.85 225 202

PKS 1718–649� 2010-11-09 12849 4.78 238 232

2014-06-20 16070 15.94 1233 1219

2014-06-23 16623 33.04 - -

PKS 1934–63 2010-07-08 11504 19.79 392 385

S4 1943+54 2011-05-04 12851 4.78 13 11

S5 1946+70 2011-02-06 12852 4.74 119 118

�The observations of JVAS J1234+4753 and PKS 1718–649 (Obs-ID 16623)
are affected by the pileup effect.
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Table 3. XMM-Newton observations. Column (1) source name; Column (2) observation date;
Column (3) observation ID; Column (4) clean exposure time (in ks) after excluding the period of
flaring high background activity for PN and MOS; Column (5) total counts within the range of 0.5
to 7.5 keV in the source extracted region for PN and MOS; Column (6) net counts within the range
of 0.5 to 7.5 keV in the source extracted region for PN and MOS.

Source Date Obs.ID Exposure (PN/MOS) Total (PN/MOS) Net (PN/MOS)

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

B2 0026+34 2004-01-08 0205180101 10.33/13.37 548/458 485/395

0108+388 2004-01-09 0202520101 13.37/16.40 126/72 53/13

B3 0710+439 2004-03-22 0202520201 11.79/14.52 1147/1043 1079/990

JVAS J1035+5628� 2004-10-21 0202520301 1.24/6.95 34/114 22/60

PKS 1117+146 2007-06-13 0502510201 15.65/21.32 111/72 76/44

NGC 3894♣ 2022-11-14 0904530201 7.07/9.57 24/35 -/1

2022-11-14 0904530101 33.44/61.33 1784/1952 1377/1480

JVAS J1234+4753� 2004-06-17 0205180301 -/1.37 -/263 -/254

JVAS J1247+6723 2005-11-29 0306680201 41.45/50.48 291/233 19/51

DA 344 2007-12-05 0502510301 19.83/24.56 774/577 642/468

1358+625� 2004-04-14 0202520401 -/3.96 -/61 -/-

B3 1441+409 2019-01-18 0822530101 33.01/67.06 623/460 426/267

CTD 93� 2008-01-17 0502510401 -/7.14 -/222 -/84

2008-01-19 0502510801 0.09/2.10 2/31 1/11

PKS 1718–649 2017-03-05 0784530201 13.69/27.46 2108/2266 1899/2073

2018-03-08 0804520301 29.29/38.14 4264/3456 3765/3162

2020-03-27 0845110101 108.60/3.75 16047/22 14603/-

PKS 1934–63 2017-04-01 0784610201 18.83/29.53 718/658 669/608

S5 1946+70 2016-10-21 0784610101 17.32/15.71 912/538 763/458

TXS 2352+495 2003-12-25 0202520501 7.58/17.43 134/234 75/110

�Both the PN and MOS observations of JVAS J1035+5628, JVAS J1234+4753, and 1358+625 reveal that high
background activities persisted throughout the entire observation period. Additionally, the PN observation of
CTD 93 is consistently affected by high background bursts for the majority of the time, whereas the MOS
observation of CTD 93 experiences partial effects from these bursts.

♣The first observation time is from 2022-11-14 06:46:16 to 2022-11-14 09:56:36, during which the source is not
detected. The second observation time is from 2022-11-14 09:56:36 to 2022-11-15 06:54:56.

Table 4. Chandra observations with pile-up effect. Column (1) source
name; Column (2) observation date; Column (3) observation ID; Column
(4) observation exposure time (in ks); Column (5) inner radius of the source
extracted region (in arcsec); Column (6) outer radius of the source extracted
region (in arcsec); Column (7) total counts within the range of 0.5 to 7.5
keV in the source extracted region; Column (8) net counts within the range
of 0.5 to 7.5 keV in the source extracted region.

Source Date Obs.ID Exposure ri ro Total Net

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

JVAS J1234+4753 2002-03-23 3055 4.76 ∼ 1 7 78 76

PKS 1718–649 2014-06-23 16623 33.04 ∼ 0.7 7 822 789
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Table 5. Joint spectral fitting results. Column (1) source name; Column (2) observation; Column (3) fitting model; Column (4) intrinsic
column density (in 1022 cm−2); Column (5) photon spectral index; Column (6) norm of power-law model (in 10−4 photons keV−1 cm−2 s−1

at 1 keV); Column (7) plasma temperature (in keV); Column (8) energy of Gaussian line (in keV); Column (9) width of the Gaussian line
(in keV); Column (10) flux of the power-law component in the 2–10 keV band (in 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1), corrected for absorption; Column
(11) fitting statistics.

Source� Obs Model♣ N int
H ΓX A kT El σl F2−10keV χ2/d.o.f

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

TXS 0128+554 Chandra PL 0.34+0.21
−0.19

2.35+0.25
−0.24

4.26+1.51
−1.09

- - - 6.55+0.79
−0.82

47.18/65

B3 0402+379 Chandra PL+zgauss 0.71+0.17
−0.15

2.96+0.23
−0.21

2.30+0.78
−0.58

- 6.57+0.05
−0.05

0.01 (fix) 1.55+0.28
−0.31

157.91/153

B3 0710+439 Chandra /XMM-Newton PL 0.43+0.11
−0.10 1.55+0.09

−0.09 0.87+0.09
−0.08 - - - 4.52+0.32

−0.33 148.94/171

S5 1946+70 Chandra /XMM-Newton PL 1.16+0.51
−0.39 0.95+0.25

−0.23 0.43+0.22
−0.14 - - - 6.00+1.03

−1.18 90.81/70

PKS 1718–649 Chandra PL 0.20+0.06
−0.06

1.92+0.13
−0.12

1.12+0.20
−0.17

- - - 3.31+0.46
−0.46

130.14/95

PKS 1718–649 XMM-Newton APEC+PL 0.03+0.01
−0.01

1.62+0.04
−0.04

0.81+0.05
−0.05

0.80+0.05
−0.04

- - 3.75+0.18
−0.18

921.76/994

�For PKS 1718–649, the spectra observed with XMM-Newton require an additional soft X-ray component for a more accurate fit, whereas a simple absorbed
power-law model adequately explains the Chandra observations. Therefore, we separately combine the multiple Chandra and XMM-Newton observations to
constrain the N int

H value.

♣PL—power-law model; APEC—plasma model; zgauss—Gaussian model for emission line. Metal abundances in APEC model are fixed at solar value.
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Table 6. The Chandra and XMM-Newton observation analysis results. Column (1) source name; Column (2) observation date; Column (3)
observation ID; Column (4) fitting model; Column (5) intrinsic column density (in 1022 cm−2); Column (6) photon spectral index; Column
(7) norm of power-law model (in 10−5 photons keV−1 cm−2 s−1 at 1 keV); Column (8) plasma temperature (in keV); Column (9) energy of
Gaussian line (in keV); Column (10) flux of the power-law component in the 2–10 keV band (in 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1), corrected for absorption;
Column (11) fitting statistics.

Source� Date Obs.ID Model♣ N int
H ΓX

♠ A kT El F2−10keV Fit Statistic

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

Chandra

TXS 0128+554 2019-03-29 21408 PL 0.34 (fix) 2.42+0.22
−0.21

44.50+7.63
−7.02

- - 6.22+1.06
−1.15

13.92/17

2019-03-30 22160 PL 0.34 (fix) 2.27+0.20
−0.19

38.89+6.76
−6.24

- - 6.77+1.05
−1.15

13.27/23

2019-03-31 22161 PL 0.34 (fix) 2.31+0.25
−0.23

38.56+8.70
−7.76

- - 6.35+1.17
−1.36

14.97/13

2019-04-01 22162 PL 0.34 (fix) 2.49+0.35
−0.33

49.48+14.24
−12.13

- - 6.31+1.59
−1.82

3.69/10

B3 0402+379 2011-04-04 12704 PL 0.71 (fix) 2.60+0.52
−0.46

18.55+7.46
−6.05

- - 2.01+0.70
−0.86

9.01/15

2013-11-06 16120 PL+zgauss 0.71 (fix) 2.97+0.12
−0.11

27.94+2.40
−2.30

- 6.57 (fix) 1.86+0.17
−0.18

147.56/139

B3 0710+439 2011-01-18 12845 PL 0.43 (fix) 1.49+0.07
−0.07

8.41+0.52
−0.52

- - 4.76+0.39
−0.40

76.14/71

NGC 3894 2009-07-20 10389 APEC+PL+zgauss 1.58+1.18
−0.88

0.95+0.61
−0.53

1.75+2.71
−0.97

0.85+0.11
−0.09

6.42+0.11
−0.10

2.47+0.42
−0.44

88.6/79

JVAS J1234+4753 2002-03-23 3055 PL <0.44 2.45+0.96
−0.47

34.47+32.51
−7.93

- - 4.68+1.94
−3.45

9.36/11

PKS B1345+125 2000-02-24 836 APEC+PL 3.20+0.63
−0.56

1.45+0.25
−0.24

22.77+10.88
−7.03

0.83+0.10
−0.10

- 13.80+1.00
−0.96

79.76/61

4C 52.37 2007-06-03 8257 PL <0.31 1.79+1.04
−0.64

0.29+0.30
−0.10

- - 0.10+0.03
−0.03

14.8/5

CTD 93 2010-12-04 12846 PL <0.32 1.35+0.29
−0.24

0.65+0.21
−0.12

- - 0.47+0.06
−0.07

11.11/7

PKS 1718–649 2010-11-09 12849 PL 0.20 (fix) 1.85+0.28
−0.26

10.82+2.07
−1.98

- - 3.47+0.96
−1.04

4.59/9

2014-06-20 16070 PL 0.20 (fix) 1.70+0.09
−0.09

17.20+1.33
−1.30

- - 7.08+0.65
−0.65

44.73/50

2014-06-23 16623 PL 0.20 (fix) 2.25+0.12
−0.12

37.86+3.42
−3.37

- - 6.76+0.78
−0.93

45.10/35

PKS 1934–63 2010-07-08 11504 PL <0.10 1.65+0.19
−0.16 2.99+0.58

−0.36 - - 1.33+0.25
−0.28 18.84/15

S4 1943+54 2011-05-04 12851 PL <3.26 1.7 (fix) 0.60−0.86
−0.30 - - 0.25+0.12

−0.16 1.55/4

S5 1946+70 2011-02-06 12852 PL 1.16 (fix) 1.50+0.36
−0.36

8.06+3.44
−2.52

- - 4.51+1.31
−1.32

11.85/19

XMM-Newton

B2 0026+34 2004-01-08 0205180101 PL 0.85+0.36
−0.31

1.46+0.21
−0.20

4.11+1.22
−0.92

- - 2.44+0.32
−0.35

48.43/44

B3 0710+439 2004-03-22 0202520201 PL 0.43 (fix) 1.59+0.07
−0.07

7.56+0.53
−0.52

- - 3.67+0.31
−0.33

70.33/100

PKS 1117+146 2007-06-13 0502510201 PL <0.24 1.41+0.74
−0.58

0.25+0.13
−0.09

- - 0.16+0.04
−0.06

10.9/6

NGC 3894 2022-11-14 0904530101 APEC+PL <0.02 0.85+0.10
−0.10

1.07+0.14
−0.13

0.36+0.07
−0.04

- 1.77+0.13
−0.12

225.71/167

JVAS J1234+4753 2004-06-17 0205180301 PL <0.19 2.21+0.44
−0.23

21.28+7.73
−2.50

- - 4.02+1.19
−1.35

12/9

DA 344 2007-12-05 0502510301 PL <0.12 1.67+0.20
−0.14

1.88+0.37
−0.21

- - 0.81+0.12
−0.13

42.62/59

B3 1441+409 2019-01-18 0822530101 PL 0.16+0.13
−0.11

1.85+0.36
−0.31

2.29+0.82
−0.59

- - 0.74+0.20
−0.23

59.62/48

CTD 93 2008-01-17 0502510401 PL <2.73 2.24+3.87
−0.75

1.70+21.95
−0.61

- - 0.31+0.08
−0.11

3.71/7

PKS 1718–649 2017-03-05 0784530201 APEC+PL 0.03 (fix) 1.54+0.07
−0.07

7.73+0.62
−0.60

0.8 (fix) - 4.07+0.29
−0.30

179.64/198

2018-03-08 0804520301 APEC+PL 0.03 (fix) 1.61+0.05
−0.05

7.80+0.44
−0.44

0.8 (fix) - 3.66+0.19
−0.20

286.05/322

2020-03-27 0845110101 APEC+PL 0.03 (fix) 1.65+0.04
−0.04

8.31+0.28
−0.28

0.8 (fix) - 3.66+0.12
−0.13

448.52/472

PKS 1934–63 2017-04-01 0784610201 PL <0.10 1.69+0.17
−0.14

2.75+0.47
−0.36

- - 1.14+0.15
−0.16

86.38/61

S5 1946+70 2016-10-21 0784610101 PL 1.16 (fix) 0.91+0.11
−0.11

3.13+0.49
−0.45

- - 4.67+0.43
−0.45

84.46/67

TXS 2352+495 2003-12-25 0202520501 PL <0.36 0.75+0.49
−0.44

0.43+0.24
−0.16

- - 0.85+0.22
−0.31

19.72/13

�For NGC 3894, when conducting joint fitting of the Chandra and XMM-Newton spectra with a minimum of 20 counts per energy bin, the N int
H value remains

unconstrained, resulting in a reduced χ2 value of 1.6. Furthermore, fixing the N int
H value based on the Chandra spectrum fit and applying it to the XMM-Newton

spectrum yields a reduced χ2 value of 1.8. Therefore, we opted to fit the Chandra and XMM-Newton spectra independently. Additionally, a minimum of 20
counts per energy bin may smooth out emission line signals; therefore, for the Chandra spectrum, a minimum of 5 counts per energy bin is finally set, and the
C-statistic method is employed.
For JVAS J1234+4753, CTD 93, and PKS 1934–63, the joint spectral fitting remains inconclusive for determining the value of N int

H , we thus separately fit their
Chandra and XMM-Newton spectra.

♣Metal abundances in APEC model are fixed at solar value. The plasma temperature in the APEC model, as well as the energy and width of the Gaussian line,
are also fixed to the values obtained from joint spectral fitting.

♠ΓX is fixed at 1.7 in the X-ray spectrum fitting of S4 1943+54 due to insufficient statistical data.
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APPENDIX

A. 4 OBSCURED CSOS

OQ 208. By combining the observational data from XMM-Newton, Chandra, and NuSTAR, Sobolewska et al. (2019a)
constructed a broadband X-ray spectrum. They obtained a high equivalent column density of 1023−24 cm−2 with a

photon spectral index of ΓX = 1.45+0.11
−0.01 and the 2-10 keV luminosity of L2−10 keV ∼ 4.5 × 1042 erg s−1, and they

proposed that the presence of cold matter obstructs the radio jet in OQ 208.

JVAS J1511+0518. By combining the observational data from XMM-Newton and NuSTAR, Sobolewska et al. (2023)
constructed a broadband X-ray spectrum. They found that a toroidal reprocessor model can reproduce the spectrum

well, the equivalent column density is ∼ 1024 cm−2 with a photon spectral index of ΓX = 1.70+0.15
−0.05 and the 2-10 keV

luminosity of L2−10 keV ∼ 3.8× 1042 erg s−1.

S4 2021+61. By combining the observational data from XMM-Newton and NuSTAR, Sobolewska et al. (2023)

also constructed its broadband X-ray spectrum, which is also fitted with a toroidal reprocessor model. The derived
equivalent column density is ∼ 1024 cm−2 with a photon spectral index of ΓX = 1.45+0.09

−0.05 and the 2-10 keV luminosity

of L2−10 keV ∼ 1.1× 1044 erg s−1.

NGC 7674. By combining the observational data from NuSTAR, Swift-XRT, and Suzaku, Gandhi et al. (2017)

assumed geometry of the nuclear obscurer/reflector to carry out the X-ray spectrum modeling in the 0.5-78 keV band.
They obtained the column density of 3.4 × 1024 cm−2 with a photon spectral index of ΓX = 2.07+0.15

−0.11 and the 2-10

keV luminosity of L2−10 keV ∼ 3− 5× 1043 erg s−1.

The information regarding the four obscured CSOs is also included in Table A.1.

B. ANALYSIS OF X-RAY DATA FOR INDIVIDUAL CSOS

In this study, we acquired 18 valid X-ray spectral fits from 12 Chandra observations and 14 valid X-ray spectral

fits from 12 XMM-Newton observations, which covered 17 out of 22 CSOs. Representative spectral fit results for each
source are illustrated in Figures A.1 and A.2. Detailed observations and data analysis information on 22 CSOs are

provided below.

B2 0026+34. The X-ray spectrum obtained with the XMM-Newton observation on 2004 January 08 is well described

by an absorbed power-law model, yielding N int
H = (8.5+3.6

−3.1) × 1021 cm−2 and ΓX = 1.46+0.21
−0.20. The corrected flux in

the 2–10 keV energy range, denoted as F2−10keV, is (2.44+0.32
−0.35) × 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1. These findings are consistent

with those reported by Guainazzi et al. (2006), considering the associated uncertainties.

0108+388. XMM-Newton observed it on 2004 January 09. The extracted X-ray spectrum is unsuitable for spectral

fitting due to low signal-to-noise ratio.

B2 0116+31. It is only observed once by Chandra on 2010 November 04. However, the recorded net photon counts
are insufficient to generate a valid X-ray spectrum.

TXS 0128+554. It is a γ-ray emitting CSO (Lister et al. 2020; Gan et al. 2024). Chandra conducted a series of daily

observations from 2019 March 29 to 2019 April 01, totaling four observations. We extract the X-ray spectrum from

each observation and perform a joint spectral fitting using an absorbed power-law model. The joint spectral fitting
yields N int

H = (3.4+2.1
−1.9)× 1021 cm−2. Subsequently, we fix this N int

H value for the spectral fitting of other observations

and derive the values of ΓX and F2−10 keV for each observation. Our analysis reveals that TXS 0128+554 does

not exhibit any discernible X-ray variability or spectral evolution on daily timescales. Lister et al. (2020) combined

the four observations and derived the spectrum of TXS 0128+554. By employing the same model, they obtained

N int
H = (7.0± 0.8)× 1021 cm−2, ΓX = 2.38± 0.10, and an unabsorbed flux of (7.04+1.45

−1.23)× 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1 in the
2–10 keV band.

B3 0402+379. The Chandra observations were conducted on 2011 April 04 and 2013 November 06. We first employ

an absorbed power-law model to fit the joint spectra of the two observations. However, we identify the presence of

an emission line at approximately 6.4 keV, necessitating the inclusion of a Gaussian component in addition to the
absorbed power-law model. During spectral fitting, the width of the Gaussian line (σl) was fixed at 0.01 keV, yielding

an energy of El = 6.57+0.05
−0.05 keV for the Gaussian line. This detected emission line is likely the iron Kα line. We derive

an intrinsic absorbing column density of N int
H = (7.1+1.7

−1.5) × 1021 cm−2, which was subsequently held constant during

the fitting of each X-ray spectrum. Due to insufficient statistical data, no discernible emission line signal was detected
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in the observation on 2011 April 04. The X-ray spectrum from this observation is well-fitted by an absorbed power-law

model. Based on the results of spectral fitting, it is observed that the X-ray spectrum became steeper from 2011 April

04 to 2013 November 06, with ΓX changing from 2.60+0.52
−0.46 to 2.97+0.12

−0.11. However, considering the associated errors,

ΓX remains relatively consistent between these two observations. The values of F2−10 keV for both observations are
very similar.

B3 0710+439. Both XMM-Newton and Chandra observed the object on 2004 March 22 and 2011 January 18,

respectively. The combined spectra from these two observations can be accurately modeled by an absorbed power-

law model. We determine the intrinsic absorbing column density to be N int
H = (4.3+1.1

−1.0) × 1021 cm−2, which is held

constant during the fitting of the individual spectra. Both spectra exhibit a notably hard nature, with spectral indices
of 1.59 ± 0.07 for the 2004 observation and 1.49 ± 0.07 for the 2011 observation, consistent within the uncertainties.

The corrected flux in the 2-10 keV energy range is (3.67+0.31
−0.33)× 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1 on 2004 March 22, and increasing

to (4.76+0.39
−0.40) × 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1 on 2011 January 18. These findings are consistent with previous reports by

Vink et al. (2006) and Siemiginowska et al. (2016).
JVAS J1035+5628. The observation was conducted using XMM-Newton on 2004 October 21. However, persistent

high background burst activity significantly impacts the observation for most of the duration. After excluding the

affected periods, we manage to extract the X-ray spectrum of the source; however, its signal-to-noise ratio is insufficient

for reliable spectral fitting. Vink et al. (2006) also analyzed this observation and employed high cutoff rates to exclude

the time intervals with high background activity, the cutoff rates adopted in their work are considerably higher than
those used in our analysis.

PKS 1117+146. It was observed once by XMM-Newton on 2007 June 13. In the obtained image, another source

in close proximity to PKS 1117+146 is identified; therefore, the spectrum of PKS 1117+146 is extracted within a

range of ∼ 16′′ to avoid contamination. The X-ray spectrum derived from this observation can be reproduced by
an absorbed power-law model with ΓX = 1.41+0.74

−0.58. Only an upper limit for the intrinsic column density could

be estimated, i.e., N int
H < 2.4 × 1021 cm−2. The corrected flux in the energy range of 2-10 keV is determined as

F2−10 keV = (1.6+0.4
−0.6)× 10−14 erg cm−2 s−1, consistent with previous findings reported in Tengstrand et al. (2009).

NGC 3894. It is also a γ-ray emitting CSO (Principe et al. 2020; Gan et al. 2024). The object has been observed

once by Chandra on 2009 July 20 and twice by XMM-Newton on 2022 November 14. However, one of the XMM-

Newton observations did not yield any significant detections. Therefore, we can only utilize the X-ray spectra from

two observations. Within a radius of 20′′ around the location of NGC 3894 in the Chandra observation image, three

X-ray sources were identified. However, their impact is deemed negligible and thus not included in our analysis.

Describing the two spectra using only an absorbed power-law model is challenging and requires incorporating a second
component to account for the excess in the soft X-ray band. This second component is presumed to be a thermal

plasma component, given that extended X-ray emission in the soft X-ray band has been observed for NGC 3894 by

Chandra (e.g., Balasubramaniam et al. 2021). Additionally, we identify an emission line signature at approximately 6.4

keV in Chandra spectrum, which prompt us to include a Gaussian component into the fitting process. However, XMM-

Newton ’s spectrum does not provide sufficient constraints for accurately determining the parameters of the Gaussian
component. During spectral fitting, we fix the Gaussian line width σl as 0.01 keV. For the spectrum extracted from

Chandra observation, we obtain N int
H = (1.58+1.18

−0.88)× 1022 cm−2, Γ = 0.95+0.61
−0.53, plasma temperature of kT = 0.85+0.11

−0.09

keV, the Gaussian line energy El = 6.42+0.11
−0.10 keV, and intrinsic flux F2−10keV = (2.47+0.42

−0.44)× 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1. For

XMM-Newton observation, we obtain N int
H < 2 × 1020 cm−2, Γ = 0.85+0.10

−0.10, plasma temperature of kT = 0.36+0.07
−0.04

keV, and intrinsic flux F2−10keV = (1.77+0.13
−0.12)× 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1.

JVAS J1234+4753. The X-ray observations were conducted by Chandra on 2002 March 23 and XMM-Newton on

2004 June 17. However, the XMM-Newton observation was affected by persistent high-background bursts, which

precluded obtaining an effective PN spectrum. Additionally, the Chandra observation experienced a significant pileup

effect, as detailed in Section 3.1. We attempt to combine the Chandra and MOS spectra for joint fitting; however,
due to the inability to constrain the N int

H value, we fit these two spectra separately. An absorbed power-law model

is employed to fit the two X-ray spectra, resulting in N int
H < 4.4 × 1021 cm−2 and ΓX = 2.45+0.96

−0.47 for the Chandra

spectrum, and N int
H < 1.9 × 1021 cm−2 and ΓX = 2.21+0.44

−0.23 for the MOS spectrum. Green et al. (2009) reported

N int
H = (0.6+1.2

−0.6) × 1021 cm−2 and ΓX = 1.80+0.24
−0.20 for the Chandra observation. The discrepancies in their fitting

results can be attributed to the omission of the pileup effect in their analysis.

JVAS J1247+6723. The observation was conducted by XMM-Newton on 2005 November 29. However, due to the

low signal-to-noise ratio, an X-ray spectral analysis could not be performed.
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DA 344. The XMM-Newton observation was conducted on 2007 December 5. We extract the 0.5–7.5 keV spectrum

and fit it with an absorbed power-law model, yielding an upper limit of N int
H < 1.2 × 1021 cm−2 with ΓX = 1.67+0.20

−0.14

and F2−10 keV = (8.1+1.2
−1.3)× 10−14 erg cm−2 s−1. Using the same model, Tengstrand et al. (2009) fitted the spectrum

in the 2–10 keV band and obtained N int
H = (1.2+0.6

−0.5) × 1021 cm−2, ΓX = 1.74 ± 0.2, and an unabsorbed flux of
(7.8± 1.3)× 10−14 erg cm−2 s−1. The values for spectral index and flux are generally consistent with theirs; however,

we only obtain an upper limit for N int
H possibly due to our narrower fitted energy band.

PKS B1345+125. It was observed by Chandra on 2000 February 24. An absorbed power-law model inadequately

describes its X-ray spectrum, as indicated by a significant excess in the soft X-ray band observed in the residuals. The

quality of the spectral fit improves notably with the inclusion of a thermal plasma emission component. The fitting
parameters are as follows: Γ = 1.45+0.25

−0.24, N
int
H = (3.20+0.63

−0.56)× 1022 cm−2, and the plasma temperature kT = 0.83+0.10
−0.10

keV. The soft X-ray thermal emission is attributed to the extended emission in PKS B1345+125, which may be related

to the galaxy halo (Siemiginowska et al. 2008). Furthermore, the measured kT value is consistent with those reported

for PKS 1718–649 and NGC 3894, as well as with the temperatures of hot X-ray halos in several galaxy samples (e.g.,
O’Sullivan et al. 2003; Goulding et al. 2016).

1358+625. The XMM-Newton observed it on 2004 April 14; however, the observation was significantly impacted

by persistent high background bursts. Vink et al. (2006) utilized all available data of this observation without any

exclusions to extract the X-ray spectrum of the source. In our analysis, we exclude the time intervals with high

background activity using a reasonable count rate threshold, which consequently prevented us from generating an
effective energy spectrum.

B3 1441+409. The X-ray spectrum obtained by XMM-Newton observation on 2009 January 18 can be well fitted

by an absorbed power-law model. We obtain N int
H = (1.6+1.3

−1.1) × 1021 cm−2, with ΓX = 1.85+0.36
−0.31 and F2−10 keV =

(7.4+2.0
−2.3)× 10−14 erg cm−2 s−1.

4C 52.37. It was observed by Chandra on 2007 June 3. Although applying a forced fit with an absorbed power-law

model yields similar results to those reported in de Gasperin et al. (2011), the resulting fitting statistics is 14.8/5 for

the C-statistic method.

CTD 93. It has been observed once by Chandra on 2010 December 4 and twice by XMM-Newton on 2008 January

17 and 19. However, the observations conducted by XMM-Newton were hindered by persistent high-background
bursts, preventing the extraction of a valid spectrum from observation (Obs-ID 0502510801). In the Chandra image,

a secondary source is identified in the extracted background region; however, its influence can be neglected. We

combine the Chandra and XMM-Newton spectra for a joint fitting, but the N int
H value could not be constrained well.

Therefore, we fit these spectra separately. The X-ray spectrum from Chandra observation is adequately described
by a hard absorbed power-law model with ΓX = 1.35+0.29

−0.24 and F2−10 keV = (4.7+0.6
−0.7) × 10−14 erg cm−2 s−1, yielding

an upper limit of N int
H < 3.2 × 1021 cm−2. These findings are consistent with those reported in Siemiginowska et al.

(2016). Applying the same model to fit the MOS spectrum (Obs-ID 0502510401), we obtain ΓX = 2.24+3.87
−0.75 and

F2−10 keV = (3.1+0.8
−1.1)× 10−14 erg cm−2 s−1, with an upper limit of N int

H < 2.73× 1022 cm−2.

PKS 1718–649. It is the first identified γ-ray emitting CSO (Migliori et al. 2016; Gan et al. 2024). The source was
observed six times, three times by Chandra on 2010 November 9, 2014 June 20 and 23, and another three times by

XMM-Newton on 2017 March 5, 2018 March 8, and 2020 March 27. After considering an absorbed power-law model,

no significant residuals are observed in the soft X-ray band of Chandra’s spectra, while obvious residuals can be found

in the soft X-ray band of XMM-Newton ’s spectra. These residuals may be attributed to the extended X-ray emission
in PKS 1718–649 (e.g., Siemiginowska et al. 2016). We therefore independently merge and analyze the Chandra and

XMM-Newton spectra. For the combined Chandra spectrum, the model tbabs*ztbabs(powerlaw) in XSPEC is used

for fitting. For the combined XMM-Newton spectrum, the model tbabs*(ztbabs(powerlaw)+apec) in XSPEC is

employed. Subsequently, the obtained N int
H values from the combined fits are fixed for each individual spectral fitting.

The derived plasma temperature kT = 0.80+0.05
−0.04 keV is consistent with that observed in the X-ray halos of certain

galaxy samples (e.g., O’Sullivan et al. 2003; Goulding et al. 2016).

PKS 1934–63. It was observed by Chandra on 2010 July 8 and by XMM-Newton on 2017 April 1. In the obtained

images, a secondary source adjacent to PKS 1934–63 is identified. To ensure accurate measurements, we extract the

source spectrum from the XMM-Newton observation within a range of ∼ 16′′. The spectral extraction for the Chandra

observation remains unaffected by the presence of the second source and takes the same region range as other sources.

An absorbed power-law model is used to reproduce the combined spectrum of PKS 1934–63; however, we are unable

to constrain the N int
H value, and thus we separately fit these spectra. Both spectra obtained from Chandra and XMM-
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Newton observations provide only an upper limit for N int
H , i.e., N int

H < 1.0 × 1021 cm−2. The photon spectral index

and intrinsic 2-10 keV flux remain consistent in both observations. Siemiginowska et al. (2016) also analyzed the same

Chandra observation and obtained N int
H = (8+7

−6)× 1020 cm−2, ΓX = 1.67+0.15
−0.16, and F2−10 keV = (1.23± 0.16)× 10−13

erg cm−2 s−1. The values of ΓX and F2−10 keV are in agreement with our results. However, the source and background
extracted regions in their study are significantly smaller than ours, and the background was not considered in their

analysis. These differences in processing details may account for the discrepancy in the N int
H value.

S4 1943+54. It was observed only once by Chandra on 2011 May 4. The X-ray spectrum is fitted using an absorbed

power-law model. Given the low net counts, we fix the spectral index ΓX at 1.7 during fitting and obtain an upper

limit of N int
H < 3.26 × 1022 cm−2. Siemiginowska et al. (2016) analyzed the same observation, and they adopted the

same model for fitting the X-ray spectrum, also fixing ΓX at 1.7. They reported N int
H = (1.1 ± 0.7) × 1022 cm−2

and F2−10 keV = (3.7 ± 1.4) × 10−14 erg cm−2 s−1. Considering the associated uncertainties, the F2−10 keV value is

consistent with our results. However, similar to the Chandra observation of PKS 1934–63, discrepancies in N int
H may

arise from differences in data processing.
S5 1946+70. The source was observed with Chandra on 2011 February 6, and with XMM-Newton on 2016 October

21. The combined spectrum from these two observations can be accurately modeled using an absorbed power-law

model, yielding N int
H = (1.16+0.51

−0.39)× 1022 cm−2. The N int
H value obtained through joint spectral fitting is fixed during

the individual spectral fits. For the Chandra observation, the parameters are as follows: ΓX = 1.50 ± 0.36 and

F2−10 keV = (4.51+1.31
−1.32)×10−13 erg cm−2 s−1; for the XMM-Newton observation, the parameters are ΓX = 0.91±0.11

and F2−10 keV = (4.67+0.43
−0.45) × 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1. No significant variability in X-ray flux is observed between the

two observations; however, there is a notable change in the spectral shape from soft to hard. The same absorbed

power-law model is also employed to fit the X-ray spectra reported in previous studies (Siemiginowska et al. 2016;

Sobolewska et al. 2019b), and our results are consistent within uncertainties with their findings. It should be noted
that there is a noticeable positive residual in the soft X-band region for XMM-Newton spectrum. We attempt to

improve this by incorporating additional models such as a plasma or power-law component; however, due to limited

statistical data, it remains challenging to constrain the model parameters effectively.

TXS 2352+495. It was observed once by XMM-Newton on 2003 December 25. By fitting the extracted spectrum

with an absorbed power-law model, we derive an upper limit of N int
H < 3.6 × 1021 cm−2 with ΓX = 0.75+0.49

−0.44 and
F2−10 keV = (8.5+2.2

−3.1) × 10−14 erg cm−2 s−1. Vink et al. (2006) adopted a higher cutoff count rate to exclude time

intervals with elevated background activity, thereby obtaining the source spectrum; however, their selected cutoff rate

exceeded that utilized in our analysis.
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Figure A.1. The Chandra spectra for the 12 CSOs listed in Table 6 are presented along with their respective fitting results.
The corresponding residual plots are shown in the lower panels.
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Figure A.2. The XMM-Newton spectra for the 12 CSOs listed in Table 6 are presented along with their respective fitting
results. The corresponding residual plots are shown in the lower panels. The PN spectra are displayed in black, while the MOS
spectra are presented in red.
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Table A.1. 4 obscured CSOs. Column (1) source name; (2) column density (in 1024 cm−2);
(3) photon spectral index; Column (4) intrinsic 2–10 keV luminosity (in 1043 erg s−1); Column
(5) the fitting results are based on X-ray observation data from these satellites; Column (6)
references.

Source N int
H ΓX L2−10 keV X-ray Satellites Ref.�

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

OQ 208 0.44+0.01
−0.02

1.45+0.11
−0.01

0.45 ± 0.06 XMM-Newton/Chandra/NuSTAR [1]

JVAS J1511+0518 1.3+0.6
−0.4

1.70+0.15
−0.05

0.38 XMM-Newton/NuSTAR [2]

S4 2021+61 3.7+0.8
−0.5

1.45+0.09
−0.05

11 XMM-Newton/NuSTAR [2]

NGC 7674 3.4+0.8
−0.6

2.07+0.15
−0.11

3–5 Suzaku/Swift/NuSTAR [3]

�[1] Sobolewska et al. (2019a); [2] Sobolewska et al. (2023); [3] Gandhi et al. (2017).
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