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ABSTRACT

In a long-term observing project we have imaged a completpksaof FRII quasars and radio
galaxies withz < 1.0 at high resolution and high sensitivity with the VLA and MER.
This sample of 98 sources includes 15 quasars, 11 broadddie galaxies and 57 narrow
line radio galaxies, allowing unification to be consideredérms of source morphological
properties. Radio maps of all the targets have been presenéarlier papers. Here we carry
out a systematic analysis of the properties of the jets,s;dobes and hotspots of objects in
the sample. The majority of the tests that we perform showttieadata are consistent with
a model in which quasars and broad-line radio galaxies afeednvith narrow-line objects.
Relativistic beaming is the main effect that determinegttoperties of kiloparsec-scale jets,
and it may also have some effect on hotspots. However, soopegies of the sample are
difficult to account for in simple unified models.

Key words: galaxies:active - galaxies:jets - radio continuum: gadaxi

1 INTRODUCTION parent population of BL Lac objects rather than core-doteith&)s
. . and should not show broad line emission at any angle to tle lin
Fanaroff & Riley (1974) type Il radio sources (hereafter EBRbre of-sight, a model consistent with their nuclear properdesther

ppwerful sources associated W'.t h blpolar.ogtflovys that@great wavebands (Chiaberge, Capetti & Celotti 2002; HardcaEtens
distances from the central engine, remaining highly caltied as & Croston 2006)

they do so. They can be divided into different classes bandda
tures of their optical spectra: radio-loud quasars (Q)atbrline
radio galaxies (BLRGSs), narrow line radio galaxies (NLR@s)l
low excitation radio galaxies (LERGSs) can all be FRIls. Angit

An important detail of the model arises from the fact that
the observed luminosity distributions of Qs and BLRGs are no

| defini h teristic is th b i the same. Qs are more powerful and found at higher redshifts
pal detining characteristic Is the presence, or absencepatiine (or, equivalently in a flux-limited sample, higher radio lunwsi-

gmissio_n, _with_the Qs and BLRGs having both _broad _anq narrow ties) than the BLRGs; for example, in the 3CR sample (Bennett
line emission lines, the NLRGs having narrow line emissiatyo 1962) Qs are found only wit > 0.3, while BLRGs are found
a|_r|19| thg IL‘ERG.S Ilagc7k£|;1gi gtrongi h;g;]éz)f'tat'on lines of aittype with z < 0.3. It has been sugge;ted that BLRGs may be the low-
(Hine & Longair , Laing etal. )- luminosity equivalents of Qs, or that they lie near the caitngle
The current standard unification scheme proposes that the QSdividing the quasars and radio galaxies (Barthel 1989; ttestle
BLRGs and (at Iegst some of) the NLRGs are intrinsically Pa” et al. 1998, hereafter H98). While some high-luminosity EiR
the same populatlon_(S_cheu_er 198.7’ B_arthel 1987, 1989%itn t may indeed be intermediate objects, it is clear that at loniros-
model, the broad emission line region lies close to the very-c ity, where there are no Qs, BLRGs are the only candidate for th

pact centrallenglne. af“’ IS sgrrognded by & dusty torus, where aligned counterpart of the population of low-luminosity RGs.
the narrow line emission region lies further out. Sourced #re

viewed along or close to the axis of the torus show both broad Often FRIls exhibit a bright linear feature called a jet that

and narrow line emission — these are the Qs and BLRGs, which tends at least some of the distance between the centraidettia

we_ref_er 0 C.O”e.Ct'de as broad-line objects — t_’Ut the brbae core, and the bright hotspot at the end of the lobe. The jetsoist
emission region is obscured for those that are oriente@ctoshe FRIIs are one-sided: either no counterjetis seen or it isTfaiater

plane of the sky,. the NLRGs. Thu,s @fferencgs in the °T"*’“’.‘“at than the feature that is identified as the jet. Relativistiarhing of

of the source axis to the observer's Ilne_ of S'g.ht are thelrmrmg the jet emission is invoked to explain this asymmetry, adahge

the three spectral classes. The LERGs lie outside of thisnsehit scale lobe morphology appears otherwise roughly symmdtie

has been suggested (e.g. Barthe| 1994) that LERGs form{zhe o jet detection rate is higher for Qs and BLRGs than for NLRGs;
this can be explained in unified models, since for the brazal-|

* E-mail: mullin@extragalactic.info (LMM) objects t_he beamed_ jetis aligned closer to the Ii_ne of si_gtjt&p-

t E-mail: julia@mrao.cam.ac.uk (JMR) pears brighter. The jet detection rate for LERGs is the rdgbgall

1 m.j.hardcastle@herts.ac.uk (MJH) classes (e.g. Mullin, Hardcastle & Riley 2006) which may ee r
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lated to systematic environmental differences betweeresairthe
LERGSs and the other emission-line types (Hardcastle 2004).

Further evidence in support of relativistic beaming in jists
provided by the Laing-Garrington effect (Laing 1988; Gagtbn
et al. 1988), which is the association of the jet side withldss
depolarized lobe. High-resolution multi-frequency obaéions in-
dicate that the depolarization occurs in an external Fgradaeen,
so that the less depolarized lobe is expected to be the laisercl
to us; any tendency for the (brighter) jet to be associate¢l this
lobe then implies that beaming is an important factor in ped-
tion (Scheuer 1987).

While various aspects of the unification and beaming model
have been tested and discussed in the literature, thereekadib
tle work using complete samples of radio sources free fraemer
tation bias that include sufficient numbers of objects ofpé#ctral
classes to give statistically significant results. Goodiguabser-
vations of such a sample, with both high resolution and seitgi
are therefore vital, and this has been the rationale behiodg:
term observational project in which we have mapped a complet
sample of the brightest FRII radio sources witkt 1.0. The sam-
ple, which is defined in sectidd 2, includes 98 sources. Mdps o
these have been presented in a series of papers: Black E2@2)(
Leahy et al. (1997), Hardcastle et al. (1997), Gilbert e{2004)
and Mullin, Hardcastle & Riley (2006). These maps are abgla
onliné] along with a database of all measurements analysed and
discussed in this paper. The sample includes 15 Qs, 11 BLR&s a
57 NLRGs, thus enabling aspects of unification to be testmagal
with trends in source properties over the wide redshift amdid
nosity range spanned by the data. In secfibn 2 we also define
number of morphological and flux parameters correspondiniget
observed source properties and describe our measuremgrdae

We examine the properties of the lobes, cores and jets and
hotspots in sectiorid B 4 and 5 respectively. For each featbser-
vational effects are considered as well as trends acrogsoiier,
redshift and source size range of the sample and we quahé&get
where appropriate with statistical tests. The significaofcknear
correlation is tested for using Spearman’s rank correlatioeffi-
cient. For the core and jet prominence data, however, thimts
possible as only upper limits on these parameters are biaiiar
some sources: in statistical terminology, the data arearedsIn-
stead, a modified Kendall'srank correlation coefficient as imple-
mented in the survival-analysis packaggUuRv (LaValley, Isobe &
Feigelson 1992) is used for these data. The Kolmogorovig&mir
(hereafter K-S) test determines if it is the case that thenaldtive
distribution function of two samples differ and is used tal@ds
the question of whether some property of two subsampleseof th
data (that is, subsamples defined by power, redshift andsinés
or by spectral class) differ significantly. It is sensitieedifferences
in both location and shape of the functions. No modificatibthe
K-S test to take account of censoring is available to us, anedesdo
not use itin situations where censoring is important. Thied¥on-
Mann-Whitney (hereafter W-M-W) test is also used to detemii
two defined subsamples differ, but in this case the null Hyggis
tested is that the probability of an observation of one pafparh
exceeding an observation from the second is 0.5. Thus theW-M
test is used to determine whether there is a significantrdiffee
in the magnitude of the quantity of interest between the tulp s
samples, that is, if one dataset has significantly smalldarger
values than the other. In order to treat censored data ¢lyrreloen

1 See http://zI1.extragalactic.info/

testing for such differences, a generalized W-M-W test eduthe
Peto-Prentice test, which is implemented\guRv. Finally, the bi-
nomial test is used to determine the statistical signifieawfcany
correlation with jet or longer lobe side for a number of pries.
The significance of all test results is discussed in the tegtthe
results are tabulated. We take a result to be significantgmtmibe
discussed if the null hypothesis is rejected at better thar®6 per
cent confidence level.

The interpretation of the observed properties of our sample
sources, and the evidence for and against unified modelss-is d
cussed in sectidd 6. The quantitative implications of osults for
beaming in the cores and jets of powerful radio galaxies bell
discussed in a separate paper.

The spectral indexq, is defined throughout the paper in the
sense tha= v~ % (whereSis the flux ands denotes the frequency)
and we assume thaty = 70 kms IMpc—1, Qm = 0.3 andQp =
0.7.

2 THE DATA
2.1 The Sample

The sample is selected from the complete flux-limited sample
Laing, Riley & Longair (1983, hereafter LRL), which is itébhsed

on the 3CR survey. The LRL sample includes all the sourcds wit
total source flux densities measured at 178 Mbizg > 10.9 Jy
(on the scale of Baars et al. 1977) with ded(® and |b| > 10°.

At this low frequency the source flux is dominated by the eioiss

rom the large-scale lobe structure, so that little contidn should

be made by Doppler-boosted components, which should ettseire
sample is as free as possible from orientation bias. Therd 23
LRL sources in total, including 29 FRI and 125 FRII objectd. A
98 FRII radio galaxies and quasars with: 1.0 are listed in Table

[, which includes references to all the radio maps from whieh

data analysed in this paper have been obtained.

2.2 Parameter definitions and measurement methods
2.2.1 Lobe size

Since many sources show distortion and bending in the jet and
lobe features, there is no obvious single definition of sewize.
Shocks associated with the deceleration of the outflow aenof
assumed to produce the observed hotspot features, in whggh c
the core-hotspot separation should represent a measure loéam
length; however, multiple hotspots are commonly found s® th
core-hotspot separation as a parametrization of beamhéngt
without ambiguity. The same ambiguity will affect the lohees
measured along the core-hotspot axis, which could repreken
extent of the post-shock flow of beam material along the beam
axis. Finally, the largest angular size of the lobe does ivahys

lie along the core-hotspot axis or the apparent flow directas a
few sources appear distorted with considerable laterahsitn in

the lobes.

Accordingly, three source length measurements have been
made. The angular core-hotspot separation is the anguandie
between the core and primary hotspot (defined in sefio2.2.
within a lobe,®._ps, and is measured using the hotspot positions
obtained from the highest resolution map available for thece.
©y, the angular lobe length, is defined as the maximum angular
lobe size measured from the core along the core-primaryphbbts
axis. The largest angular size of the lol& g, is the maximum


http://zl1.extragalactic.info/

Table 1. The sample.

Observed properties of FRII quasars and radio galaxies-atlz0

Source IAU Name RA Dec z Spectral  Sy78 a Maps
[hms] [°""] class [Jy] a7s-7sommzy  Freq. [GHz] Ref.
4C12.03 0007+124 000718.25 +122723.1 0.156 L 10.9 0.87 51 1
3C6.1 0013+790 001334.36 +790011.1 0.840 N 13.7 0.68 4 8 2
3C16 0035+130 003509.16 +130339.6 0.405 L 12.2 0.94 4 8 3
3C19 0038+328 003813.80 +325339.7 0.482 N 13.2 0.63 5 4 3
3C20 0040+517 004020.08 +514710.2 0.174 N 46.8 0.66 4 8 4
3C22 0048+509 004804.71 +505545.4 0.937 B 12.1 0.78 58 2
3C33 0106+130 010614.54 +130414.8 0.060 N 59.3 0.76 51 1
4.8 5,6
3C33.1 0106+729 010606.48 +725559.2 0.181 B 14.2 0.62 9 4
3C34 0107+315 01073251 +313123.9 0.690 N 11.9 1.06 8 4 28
3C35 0109+492 010904.94 +491240.1 0.068 L 11.4 0.77 610 9
3C41 0123+329 012354.74 +325738.3 0.794 N 10.6 0.51 58 2
3C42 0125+287 012542.68 +284730.4 0.395 N 131 0.73 58 3
3C46 0132+376 013234.09 +373847.0 0.437 N 111 1.13 58 3
3C47 0133+207 013340.43 +204210.2 0.425 Q 28.8 0.98 9 4 3,10
3C55 0154+286 01541950 +283704.8 0.735 N 21.5 1.04 8 4 28
3C61.1 0210+860 021037.10 +860518.5 0.186 N 34.0 0.77 51 9
4.9 7
3C67 0221+276 022118.03 +273637.2 0.310 B 10.9 0.58 8 4 3
8.4 11
3C79 0307+169 030711.48 +165436.9 0.256 N 33.2 0.92 4 8 4
3C98 0356+102 035610.21 +101731.7 0.031 N 51.4 0.78 4 8 12
3C109 0410+110 041054.87 +110441.4 0.306 B 23.5 0.85 3 8 3
4C14.11  0411+141 041140.94 +140848.3 0.206 L 12.1 0.84 4 8 4
3C123 04334295 043355.21 42934126 0.218 L 206.0 0.70 4 8 4
3C132 0453+227 045342.18 42244439 0.214 L 14.9 0.68 4 8 4
3C153 0605+480 06 0544.44 +480448.8 0.277 N 16.7 0.66 4 8 4
3C171 0651+542 065110.83 +541247.6 0.238 N 21.3 0.87 1 8 4
3C172 0659+253 065903.90 +251812.0 0.519 N 16.5 0.86 5 8 3
3C173.1 0702+749 07024791 +745416.6 0.292 L 16.8 0.88 4 8 4
3C175 0710+118 071015.38 +115124.0 0.768 Q 17.6 0.98 4 8 2
3C175.1 0711+146 071114.28 +144133.9 0.920 N 11.4 0.91 9 4 2
3C184 0733+705 073359.01 +703001.1 0.990 N 13.2 0.86 9 4 2
3C184.1 0734+805 073425.05 +803324.1 0.119 N 14.2 0.68 4 8 12
DA240 0745+560 074434.96 +555629.0 0.036 L 23.2 0.77 610 9
3C192 0802+243 08023550 +241826.4 0.060 N 23.0 0.79 2 8 12
3C196 0809+483 080959.40 +482207.6 0.871 Q 68.2 0.79 9 4 2
3C200 08244294 08242143 +292842.2 0.458 N 12.3 0.84 58 3
4C14.27 0832+143 083216.51 +142212.1 0.392 N 11.2 1.15 5 8 3
3C207 0838+133 083801.72 +132305.6 0.684 Q 13.6 0.90 9 4 2
3C215 0903+169 090344.14 +165816.1 0.411 Q 12.4 1.06 9 4 10
3C217 0905+380 09054142 +380029.9 0.898 N 11.3 0.77 9 4 2
3C216 0906+430 090617.27 +430558.6 0.668 Q 20.2 0.84 2 8213
3C219 0917+458 091750.66 +4551439 0.174 B 44.9 0.81 8 4 14
3C220.1 0926+793 092631.87 +7919454 0.610 N 15.8 0.93 4 8 2
3C220.3 0931+836 09311050 +832855.0 0.685 N 15.7 0.75 9 4 2
3C223 0936+361 093650.87 +360735.0 0.137 N 16.0 0.74 4 8 12
3C225B  0939+139 09393221 +135933.3 0.582 N 23.2 0.94 9 4 3
3C226 0941+100 094136.16 +100003.8 0.818 N 15.0 0.88 58 2
4C73.08  0945+734 094509.90 +732822.2 0.058 N 15.6 0.85 610 9
3C228 0947+145 094727.63 +1434025 0.552 N 23.8 1.00 5 8 3
3C234 0958+290 095857.42 +290137.4 0.185 N 34.2 0.86 4 8 4
3C236 1003+351 100305.37 +350848.1 0.099 L 15.7 0.51 610 9
4C74.16  1009+748 100949.81 +745229.5 0.810 N 11.7 0.87 5 8 2
3C244.1 1030+585 103019.75 +583005.2 0.428 N 22.1 0.82 4 8 3
3C247 1056+432 105608.38 +431730.6 0.750 N 10.6 0.61 9 4 2
3C249.1  1100+772 110027.32 +771508.6 0.311 Q 11.7 0.81 9 4 3
3C254 1111+408 111153.30 +405341.6 0.734 Q 19.9 0.96 9 4 2
3C263 1137+660 113709.30 +660427.0 0.656 Q 15.2 0.82 9 4210
3C263.1 1140+223 114049.15 +222334.9 0.824 L 18.2 0.87 1 8 2
3C265 1142+318 114252.39 +315029.1 0.811 N 19.5 0.96 8 4 2,15
3C268.1 1157+732 115748.12 +731730.6 0.950 N 21.4 0.59 5 8 2

3
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Source IAU Name RA Dec z Spectral  Sy7g o Maps
[hms] [°""] class [Jy] ar-7s0mHz)  Freq. [GHz]  Ref.
3C268.3 1203+645 120354.28 +643018.6 0.371 B 11.7 0.50 0 5 3
3C274.1 1232+216 123256.74 +213705.8 0.422 N 18.0 0.87 5 8 3
3C275.1 1241+166 12412758 +163918.0 0.557 Q 19.9 0.96 5 8 3
3C277.2 1251+159 125104.20 +155851.2 0.767 N 12.0 1.02 9 4 2
3C280 1254+476 1254 41.66 +473632.7 0.996 N 23.7 0.81 9 4 2
3C284 1308+277 130841.33 +274402.6 0.239 N 12.3 0.95 1 8 4
3C285 1319+428 131905.22 +425055.7 0.079 L 12.3 0.95 6 1 9
49 16
3C289 1343+500 134327.38 +500132.0 0.967 N 12.0 0.81 9 4 2
3C292 1349+647 134913.07 +644424.4 0.713 N 10.1 0.80 58 2
3C295 1409+524 140933.44 +522613.6 0.461 N 91.0 0.63 6 8 3
3C299 1419+419 141906.29 +415830.2 0.367 N 12.9 0.65 5 4 3
3C300 1420+198 142039.96 +194913.2 0.272 N 195 0.78 1 8 4
3C303 1441+522 14412482 +521418.4 0.141 B 12.2 0.76 51 1
3C319 1522+546  152243.90 +543838.4 0.192 L 16.7 0.90 4 8 4
3C321 1529+242 152933.42 +241426.2 0.096 N 14.7 0.60 8 4 17
3C325 1549+628 154913.99 +625020.0 0.860 Q 15.6 0.70 9 4 2
3C326 1549+202 154956.13 +201418.2 0.089 B 22.2 0.88 4 1 9
3C330 1609+660 1609 13.90 +660422.3 0.549 N 30.3 0.71 4 8 3
3C334 1618+177 161807.33 +174329.6 0.555 Q 11.9 0.86 9 4 10
3C336 1622+238 16223221 +235202.0 0.927 Q 115 0.73 9 4210
3C341 1626+278 162602.42 +274813.9 0.448 N 10.8 0.85 5 8 3
3C337 1627+444 1627 19.07 +442538.2 0.630 N 11.8 0.63 9 4 2
3C340 1627+234 162729.41 +232642.6 0.760 N 10.1 0.73 9 4 2
3C349 1658+471 165804.44 +470720.3 0.205 N 145 0.74 4 8 4
3C351 1704+608 17 0403.49 +604830.9 0.371 Q 14.9 0.73 3 8 3
3C352 1709+460 1709 18.00 +460506.0 0.806 N 11.3 0.88 7 4 2
3C381 1832+474  183224.47 +472439.0 0.161 B 18.1 0.81 4 8 4
3C382 1833+326 183311.97 +323918.2 0.058 B 21.7 0.59 5 8 18
3C388 1842+455 1842 35.44 +453021.7 0.091 L 26.8 0.70 9 4 19
3C390.3 1845+797 184537.57 +794306.5 0.056 B 51.8 0.75 4 8 20
3C401 1939+605 193938.81 +603433.5 0.201 L 22.8 0.71 4 8 4
3C427.1 2104+763 21044480 +762109.5 0.572 L 29.0 0.97 5 8 3
3C436 21414279 21415791 +275630.3 0.215 N 194 0.86 4 8 4
3C438 21534377 21534551 +374612.8 0.290 L 48.7 0.88 4 8 4
3C441 22034292 220349.27 +291443.8 0.780 N 12.6 0.83 9 4 28
3C452 2243+394 22433279 +392527.3 0.081 N 59.3 0.78 5 8 18
3C455 2252+129 22523453 +125733.5 0.543 Q 14.0 0.71 9 4 3
3C457 2309+184 230938.53 +182922.0 0.428 N 14.3 1.01 5 8 3

Notes for Tabl€L. All data from Laing, Riley & Longair (198&hd subsequent updates.

Column [1]: 3CR catalogue source name.

Column [2]: IAU source name (B1950.0).

Column [3]: Right Ascensiofh m § of the optical ID (B1950.0).

Column [4]: Declination® ’ '] of the optical ID (B1950.0).

Column [5]: Redshift, rounded to 3 decimal places.

Column [6]: Optical type. B: broad emission line radio gagiax low excitation radio galaxy, N: narrow emission linelia
galaxy, Q: quasar.

Column [9]: Total flux density for the source as measured 8tNIAHz [Jy].

Column [10]: Low frequency spectral index (17&50MHz).

Column [11]: Largest angular size [arcsec].

Column [12]: Reference for data. (1): Leahy & Perley (1992); Mullin, Hardcastle & Riley (2006), (3): Gilbert et al.
(2004), (4): Hardcastle et al. (1997), (5): Rudnick (19§8),Rudnick & Anderson (1990), (7): unpublished VLA archive
(8): Fernini, Burns & Perley (1997), (9): 3CRR atlas, (10)idk et al. (1994), (11): Katz & Stone (1997), (12): Leahykt
(1997), (13): Taylor et al. (1995), (14): Clarke et al. (18925): Fernini et al. (1993), (16): van Breugel & Day (199Q)7):
Hough et al. (2004), (18): Black et al. (1992), (19): Roettigt al. (1994), (20): Dennett-Thorpe et al. (1999)

angular distance of the lobe edge from the c@eand© a5 are available would minimize this effect but, as the low leveligsion
measured from the core to the 8ontour (wheres is the off-source from the lobes is often resolved out at high resolution, ttierg of
root mean square noise level) from the lowest resolution avap- the large scale structure might be underestimated if thiscgeh
able for the source. This criterion was chosen to give a sters were taken. Thed, and O a5 measurements have therefore all
measure across the sample. been made from the lowest resolution map available and acorr

The procedure above introduces a potential source of bias, a tion factor has been applied to compensate for resolutipamtient
the position of the 8 contour will be dependent on observing reso- beam-width smearing. The correction is that used by Giltit-
lution. Taking size measurements from the highest resmiutiap ley (1999, hereafter G99). The maximum intensity,within two
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sometimes been used in the literature, such as the GaussfeiviF
(e.g., Leahy & Williams, 1994), given that the data here agh-h
resolution 8-GHz maps often with many beam widths across the
lobes. While a Gaussian distribution represents a reasonaizel
/ of a slice taken through many lobes in the sample, a significan
1 number would require multiple components to be fitted, ascstr
ture is detected in the lobe, which reduces the usefulnesisiof
definition of width for our data.
/ The linear lobe widthw, is obtained fron®,, and the lobe
axial ratio,Ray, is defined a& LS overw.

100

Number of lobes

50

o 7k 2 v > ; . .
o 09 o o6 o8 2.2.3 Lobe size asymmetry
(LS, = D/LLS, The lobe size asymmetry is defined by the fractional separaif-
Figure 1. Histogram of (LS —1)/LLS, for the entire sample. ferencey, as defined by Banhatti (1980):
D1 —D3
X=— < 1
D, 1D, @

half-power beam widths of the apparent lobe edge (measutbd a
30 contour level) is found on the relevant axis. The half-width
the 3 level of a Gaussian, of heightand with a half-power beam
width equal to that of the restoring beam, can then be detemi
and subtracted from the apparent lobe length to correchoet-
fect of finite beam width.

All angular size measuremenB;_ps, ©) andO_ag, are con-
verted respectively to linear sizes;-hs | andLLS. The resolution
correction factor is first subtracted fro® a5 and©;; that is,| and
LLS are quoted with the factor applied. (For this conversion the
proper distanceR, is calculated using theNnGsiz cod@.)

Although| andLLS are not always the same within a lobe,

whereD; and D5, are the two lobe size®;1 may be taken as the
longer lobe, givingqepe, O as the jet-side lobe if a jet is detected,
giving Xjer. Previous studies have argued that udihg; to define
Xjobe @NdXet is preferable t@ —hsas from observations of multiple
hotspots, hotspots are inferred to be transient featuréseifobe
(Scheuer 1995; Arshakian & Longair 2000, hereafter ALOG). A
the very least the physical region of the source to whichguits
correspond is ambiguous. Therefotd,§ is used throughout to
definexiope andXjet.

as the core-hotspot axis may differ from that of the largagtiar 2.2.4 Cores
extent of the lobe from the core, in practice the differenetveen The core measurements were obtained using\the task JMFIT,
these two parameters is usually small, as illustrated in[Eidn which fits an elliptical gaussian model of between one and fou
the following analysid LS is therefore used as the lobe size mea- components to a feature. One component was fitted and the peak
surement and in the evaluation of the lobe axial ratio ané kibe intensity was taken as the core flux. As most cores in the sam-
asymmetry, both of which are discussed below in seclion& s ple were unresolved at all resolutions such a model fittedite
[2.2.3 respectively. The total linear source sizeS;, is defined as  \yell; three measurements were made in this way (with differe
the sum of_L§ of both lobes. starting parameters) and averaged to give the final valuarfec

In order to consider jet detectability (see section 4.1) eféne sponding error was obtained from the square root of the geesf
the fractional observed lobe lengtfy, as the ratio of the observed  the squared formal errors returned from the fitting procedBor
extent of the lobe emission measured alonglth§ axis from the around two thirds of the sample this error is less than 2 petr afe
inner lobe edge at theo3contour to the lobe extremity, 1d_S. the core flux, so the calibration error (expected to be 2-Xpat)

will dominate. Errors quoted therefore correspond to 3 et of
the core flux measurement, unless the formal error from JM&IT

2.2.2 Lobe axial ratio greater, in which case the latter is quoted.

The definition of the lobe width®y, is problematic as the mor- Core measurements have been taken from the highest reso-
phologies of the lobes, both within individual sources arahf lution multi-array maps available for each source. For 7raes)
source to source, are often very different. &g is to be used the core feature was either not detected or not well defingden

to determine the lobe axial ratio, a measurement represgtie map and a 8 upper limit for the core flux based on the local r.m.s.
width at a set distance from the core, relative to the loberexis noise level was obtained. A few sources had variable cores — i
appropriate. Not all sources have lobes extending backetaahe these cases the core flux quoted is the lowest value meastmed.

but lobe emission is detected at least 2/3 along the corspbbaxis ~ details, see the papers in which the observations are peesan
from the core in all but 6 lobe®,, has therefore been defined asthe referenced in Tablel 1.
width of the lobe perpendicular to the core-primary hotspads as
measured from the core at the point two-thirds along this.aXie
30 contour is used to determine the lobe edge and measurement®-2.5 Jets
are made from the lowest resolution map available. This iieim Ajet feature is defined by criteria based on those of Bridlesfi&y
of lobe width was found to allow greater consstgrygy in theame (1984). Thus, a jet is any feature that is
surement oB,, across the sample than other definitions that have

(i) atleast four times as long as it is wide;

(il) separable at high resolution from other extended $tmes
2 http://ascl.net/angsiz.html (if any), either by brightness contrast or spatially (etghiould be
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a narrow ridge running through more diffuse emission, ora na angular jet position and jet termination are the angulaassmn

row feature in the inner part of the source entering morenehad of the base of the jet (that end of the feature nearest the aack

emission in the outer part). the tip of the jet (the end of the jet furthest from the coreirthe
core. The fractional jet lengtH,, fractional jet position,fj, and

In some sources jets appear to bend, in particular as thef tha fractional jet terminationfj, are respectively the ratio of the lin-

hotspot region. As discussed by Bridle et al. (1994), thid¢bave ear jet length, position and termination to the lobe lengtiNote
consequences for beaming model analysis. Thus, followi@g,H  that the jet axis is not always the same as that along whiclotiee
we also define the straight jet, which fits the above critajiar{d length has been measured, giving a source of scatter inref th
(i) but also must be aligned with the compact radio core wtier parameters.

is closest to it (and is measured from the end closest theabong

its length only while the deviation from a straight line isdethan

the jet radius), and the total jet, which fits the above datéj and 2.2.6 Hotspots

(i) and has no alignment restriction (and includes thererigature i ) i .
Following H98, the hotspot is defined as any feature thatipad

that is visible). . . .
The method of measurement for both features is the same asC! @ /et and that has a largest dimension smaller than 10 per ce

that adopted by H98. The straight jet was measured usingitie of the main axis of the source as well as having a peak brightne

task TVSTAT to find the integrated flux within the region cdnta ~ 9reater than ten times the off-source noise. It must be agghr
ing the apparent jet emissioRyys A background flux correction from nearby peaks by a minimum falling to two-thirds or lebthe

was made by integrating two regions identical in size to it brightness of the fainter peak. Where more than one suchréeat
jet measurement on either side of the feature. The averapesd, IS OPserved, the most compact component is the primary éibtsp

Bobs Was then subtracted from the jet measurement to give the ob-While the remaining components are secondary hotspots.
served jet flux.Jops = Fobs— Bobs IN OFder to get the best estimate Measurements of the hotspots were taken from the highest res

of Jops three values of jet flux were taken this way and averaged. ©!ution multi-array map available for each source. Phes task
The error inJyps is almost always dominated by the ambiguity in  YMFIT was used to give an integrated flux value as well as the ma
defining the jet emission itself and so the errors quoted alfethe jor and minor axesPmaj and Omin, the half-widths of the fitted
measured maximum range of the three jet measurements made. G2ussian. The angular hotspot si@, was then defined as the
For the total jet TVSTAT is used to measure the integrated flux 2fthmetic mean 0Bm,j and Omin. The average angular hotspot
of the entire jet feature in the manner described for thegsttget, size,By,,, is deflned as the arithmetic mean of the sizes of the pri-
usually in straight sections that are then combined to dieeto- mary hotspots in both lobes. _ _
tal jet measurement. There are only 4 sources for which the mo Fitting was carried out several times for each feature with
prominent feature defined by the straight jet criteria is inathe varying starting parameters and similar results were geiyeob-

same lobe as that defined by the total jet criteria. Otherwhseto- tained. Hovyever, for some of the most highly resqlved Temtuat
tal jet measurement is often the same as the straight measate lower redshift this was not the case and an alternative to IMias
(37 out of 65 sources with at least one possible or definitgtc- used. If the feature was too resolved, or convergence cailtder

tion) or simply includes some further extension beyond adkien achieved in flux within a factor of 1.5. either Way, a mapual mea
the jet. In a few sources, the detected jet appears misaligité surement was made. Fluxes were estimated by integrationtfre

the source axis such that the feature is thought to be assdeigth maps with TVSTAT; background emission was taken into actoun

the flow downstream from some presumed bend in the beam. ForPY integrating over a surrounding region, normalising tiex fio

these sources, the total jet measurement then correspontis t an area equivalent to that of the hotspot and subtractingrder
feature. to make size measurements, the FWHM was estimated fronsslice

Apparent jet-like features that fail the jet criteria arasdified taken through the feature. Errors have not been quoted tspbib

as possible jets and the fluxes of these are measured in tieerssm flux density or si;e since the para}mgters are supjgctiveddnh&i-
as definite jets. Typically these are features that are mhigient nar!terrorwnl derive from the ambiguity in determining thetspot
enough to be definite jets, though several fail on the lenggibrion. region. . . .

For those sources with a visible jet on both sides of the dbee, . The linear .hotsp.ot sizé, !S obtained from®; and the frac-
brighter feature is defined as the jet, while the other je¢isred tional hotspot sizefh, is the ratio o o LLS.

to as the counterjet. Where no jet emission is detected, parup

limit on the jet flux is estimated by measuring the integrdtas )

of a region~ 2 restoring beam widths across the entire distance 2-2.7 Hotspot recession

between the core and hotspot region. Background fluxiscieue  Tee recession parameters are defimed] andA. n is the lobe
forin the same manner as for the definite and possible jetkiyg hotspot recession: the ratio of- hsto LLS for each lobe is the
two further integrated flux measurements either side of ritel source hotspot recession: the ratio of the sura-ehsfor the two
region. However, if the flux associated with the central@ags not lobes to the total source sidel. Ss. A quantifies the recession asym-

the highest of the three, then the upper limit estimate ipdsitive metry in a single source and is defined as the ratio of the errtall
difference between the central measure and the lower oftties o the larger value ofy.

two.

The straight jet measurement is used for considering ba&amin
models and is used to define the jet side for parameters sugh as
and hotspot ratios (defined in section 212.6). The totalgetsed
when jet morphology is considered. This is parametrizetiérfol- The total source flux observed at 178 MHz is K-corrected utiag
lowing way. The angular total jet length is defined to be thguder corresponding low frequency spectral index (both pararaetee
length of the feature identified as the total jet. The comesing taken from LRL), givingSota at 178 MHz.Sta is Used to obtain

2.3 Observing frequency and prominence
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the source luminosity?; 7g, using the relation

P17g = R*(1+2)*Sotal @)
(whereR is the proper distance). The source luminosity is deter-
mined from the low-frequency source flux as this ought to ba-do
inated by the steep-spectrum, unbeamed emission assbueidte
the lobes, so that little contribution should be made by ag-r
tivistic beaming.

All the flux densities of compact features of the sources dis-
cussed above are extrapolated from the observed flux density
common frequency of 8.4 GHz

_ Vobs)
%»4 - S)ohs < 8.4 ) (3)
and then K-corrected to an emitted frequency
S=Sga(1+2* )

wherevgps is the observing frequency in GHz andthe spectral
index, assumed to be 0 for core features and 0.5 for jet arspbiot
features. These flux densities are converted to lumingsiting

equation[(R).

The source luminosity is used as a normalization factor for
these core, hotspot and jet luminosities to define prommeree
rameters. The core, hotspot and straight jet prominepgegh, p;)
are respectively the ratio of the core, hotspot and stragghtimi-
nosity toP;7g. (Note that this normalization factor is different from
that used by H98, so that our prominences are different fraing.)

A glossary of all parameters that have been defined in this sec
tion (along with others that will be defined subsequentlygiien
in Table[2.

2.4 Effective observing resolution

The sample extends to a redshift of 1. While the aim of the ob-
serving program was to obtain data of a consistent qualitgsac
the sample, there are inevitably instrumentational linmtachiev-

ing this. At increasing redshift the angular resolutioratiee to

the source size must decrease for a fixed beam width, so thhat mo
distant sources are observed at increasing linear scalesgioen
source size. One key parameter here is the number of regtorin
beams across the source, which we refer to throughout ther pap
as the effective observing resolution. The high-resolugtfective
observing resolution is defined as the ratio of the restobegm
size of the highest-resolution map for each sourdd.18;; the low-
resolution effective observing resolution is defined samyl but us-

ing the restoring beam size from the lowest-resolution map.

In Fig.[d the linear source siz&lS;, is plotted against the
high-resolutioneffective observing resolution for the sample, to
highlight the range in this quantity that corresponds to sam-
ple’s high-resolution maps, since this is the more impadrtgran-
tity as regards source properties. It can be seen that thareange
of effective observing resolutions associated with theses this
may have consequences, in particular, for the considerafiget
and hotspot properties. In the following sections, in whighdis-
cuss the lobe, core, jet and hotspot properties, we conidéim-
itations imposed by our observing strategy as well as travitts
power, redshift and size.

7

1000
x

LLS, (kpc)

10

1000

100

Effective observing resolution

Figure 2. The largest linear source sizelS;, plotted against the high-
resolution effective observing resolution. Green: lowigtion radio galax-

ies, blue: narrow line radio galaxies, magenta: broad Exforgalaxies and
red: quasars (on-line colour version).

3 LOBES
3.1 Lobe size
3.1.1 Observational effects

Observational effects in lobe properties may be introdingeasing
the 35 contour as the criterion for definif@_as and®, and this is
addressed by the application of a correction factor, asritbestin

sectiof 2.211.

3.1.2 Trends withPgand z

There is no straightforward physical correlation to be expe be-
tween the beam kinetic power, the lobe size &agg, although
sources are believed to decrease in luminosity as they dxaah
age (Fanti et al., 1995; Kaiser & Alexander, 1997; Kaiserst-
Thorpe & Alexander, 1997; Blundell, Rawlings & Willott, 199
The higher-luminosity sources may be observed at an eathge
in their lifecycle as sources fall below the sample flux liastthey
move through the luminosity-source linear sig2{D) diagram;
statistically, therefore, they may be expected to be smdlea
flux-limited sample there is 8 — z degeneracy, so any tendency
for LLS; to decrease with increasir®7g may also be seen as a
trend in redshift.

In Fig.[3 it can be seen thal S; tends to be smaller for the
higher luminosity sources; a similar but weaker effect ieva
in the plot of LLS; against redshift in Fid.J4. Spearman rank cor-
relation tests givas = —0.31 and —0.29 respectively for these
two trends, implying a correlation significant at betterrtitae
99 per cent confidence level. However, comparing subsamples
of sources defined with a 178-MHz luminosity cutdf; = 5 x
10?5 W Hz~1 sr1, inclusive of all spectral classes, a W-M-W test
does not show a significant difference in size between the dnigl
low luminosity populations; we can conclude that any tremih
source size found in other parameters for the sample shaild n
then be systematically biased across the power or redahider.

The value of 178-MHz luminosityP;, chosen above gives
the minimum overlap between the quasar and BLRG populations
these can be seen from Figs 3 ddd 4 to occupy different ranges
of luminosity and redshift, with the higher-luminosity cpaa pop-
ulation found at higher redshift. Throughout the paper wereh
fore make comparisons between the NLRG and the BLRG, Q and
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Table 2. Glossary of symbols used.

Symbol  Parameter Reference
Si7s8 total source flux as measured at 178 MHz sedfioh 2.1
Sotal K-corrected total source flux density, section| 2.3
as measured at 178 MHz
Pi7g source luminosity, as measured at 178 MHz  se¢fioh 2.3
o spectral index sectidn 2.3
Oc_hs angular core-primary hotspot separation sedfionP.2.1
] angular lobe length sectipn 2.2.1
OLag largest angular lobe size sectlon 212.1
Ow angular lobe width sectidn 2.2.2
c—hs linear core-primary hotspot separation seclion 2.2.1
I linear lobe length sectidn 2.2.1
LLS largest linear lobe size sectibn 2.1
LLS largest linear source size sectlon 212.1
w linear lobe width section 2.2.2
fi fractional observed lobe length sectlon 212.1
Rax lobe axial ratio section 2.2.2
Xiobe fractional separation difference, section 212.3
as defined by the longer lobe
Xjet fractional separation difference, section 212.3
as defined by jet side
Fobs measured jet flux sectign 2.2.5
Bobs jet background flux correction sectibn 2.5
Jobs background-corrected jet flux sectijon 212.5
fi fractional jet length sectidn 2.2.5
fiy fractional jet position sectidn 2.2.5
fic fractional jet termination sectidn 2.2.5
Omaj hotspot major axis sectidn 2.2.6
Omin hotspot minor axis sectiqn 2.2.6
©h hotspot size sectidn 2.2.6
Ohyy average primary hotspot size secfion 2.2.6
h linear hotspot size sectign 2.2.6
fh fractional hotspot size sectibn 2.0.6
n lobe hotspot recession coefficient secfion 2.2.7
14 source hotspot recession coefficient sediion .2.7
s} hotspot recession asymmetry secfion 2.2.7
Pe core prominence sectipn 2.3
Ph hotspot prominence sectibn P.3
pj straight jet prominence sectibn P.3
= luminosity cutoff of 5 1076 W Hz 1 sr1 sectio3.1P
]S hypothetical angular spectral class cutoff sedfion 8.1.3

LERG classes by dividing the NLRG data into low- and high-
luminosity samples af.. This gives a low-luminosity and high-
luminosity NLRG subsample of 19 and 38 sources respectittaty
low-luminosity sample is very similar in luminosity to (amdn-
tains many of the same sources as)2ke0.3 3CRR/3CR sample
used by H98.

3.1.3 Unification

Considering only those classes included in the standard liRl
fication scheme (BLRGs, NLRGs and Qs) the BLRGs constitute
31+ 11 per cent of the sample at low luminosity and the Q<26
per cent of the sample at high luminosity (assuming errosgigj,

so the proportions are not significantly different for theotaub-

Qs are equivalent populations and also implies no signifieauri-
ation in the opening angle of the torus.

The opening angle of the torus can be estimated from the
number counts of the Qs, BLRGs and NLRGs, assuming that the
source axis must be viewed at an angle less than the torus famgl
the broad line emission to be detected. For the simple utidita
model, this give; as a parameter that divides the classes, with
6 < 6. for the Qs and BLRGs and > 6. for the NLRGs, wher®
is the angle the source axis makes with the observer’s lirsght.

The expected fraction of broad emission line objects detkit
P(< 8c) = 1—cosBc. This implies that for the lower luminosity bin
B¢ ~ 51°, while for the higher luminosity bif: ~ 45°, consistent
with the findings of Barthel (1989). An average vafige= 48" will
be used hereafter.

According to the unification scheme, the Q and BLRG sources
should be orientated closer to the observer’s line-ofisigan the
NLRG sources. Evidence consistent with this hypothesisidvbe
a difference in the size distributions of the spectral @ass the Qs,
BLRGs and NLRGs consistent with projection effects. The G&R
are believed to be randomly orientated with respect to tisemer.

The relation between the true physical siz¢S, and ob-
served source lengthkl.S;, is given by

LLS; ~ LLS;sin® (5)
(the relation is not exact as the sum of the two lobes doesauatsa
sarily give a common axis). The ratio of the expected mediaa s
for the broad and narrow line sources can be predicted fr@am th
ratio of the mediar®,

<LLSqp> sin(< 8gp >)
<LLSN>  sin(< 6y >)

(6)

where< X > denotes the median value of parameteand < 6 >
is evaluated by integrating over the approprifteange. Using
6. =48, < Bgp >= 33 and< By >= 70", a predicted value of
<LLSqp >/ <LLSN >=0.57 is obtained. The: LLS; > val-
ues for the Qs, BLRGs and NLRGs are given in Téble 3; the data fo
the LERGs are included for comparison. The ratios of Q andBLR
median values to those of the NLRGs in the respective lunitinos
bins is 0.73 and 0.70; if we take all the objects togetherauitlin-
ning by luminosity the ratio is 0.70. A W-M-W test does notaho
that this is statistically significant. According to the nebd_LERG
sources are randomly orientated so there is no predictéteatice
between them and the low luminosity NLRG and BLRG popula-
tion, that is,< LLSgn > / < LLSEg >= 1 assuming that they
have the same physical size distribution. A ratio of 0.93pisnfl
in the data, but a W-M-W test does not suggest that the LER&s ar
significantly smaller. (This is in contrast to the finding i®&ithat
LERGSs were significantly smaller than the BLRGs and NLRGs in
the low redshift sample they studied. That sample incluthede
sources of this paper’s sample witk: 0.3 along with a number of
others. The difference may well arise from the definitionmirse
size used; H98 used the largest linear source size as othfaome
the largest angular source size, whereas he& is used, the sum
of the largest linear lobe size for both lobes. For a good qtign
of the sources in this sample with< 0.3 the largest angular source
size is greater thabLSs. In addition, the sample of H98 excluded
a number of giant sources that we include here.)

Whilst these results are in the sense expected in the unifica-
tion scheme, the effect is weaker than expected and notitaliis
significant difference in source size between the Qs, BLRf&k a

samples. This lends support to a model in which the BLRGs and NLRGs is found.
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Figure 3. The largest linear source sizel S;, plotted against the source
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Figure 4. The largest linear source sid,S;, plotted against redshifz,

Table 3. The median largest linear source sizel LS; >, for each of
the spectral class distributions.

Spectral class < LLSs > Spectral class <LLSs > < LLSs > ratio
Q 201 NLRG, highP17gmHz 275 0.73

B 206 NLRG, lowP;7gMmHz 295 0.70

Q and BLRG 204 NLRG 292 0.70
LERG 270 BLRG and lovPy7gmHz 289 0.93

3.2 Lobe axial ratio
3.2.1 Observational effects

Both©y andO a5 are taken from the lowest resolution map avail-
able with the lobe edge determined by tleecdntour. However, as
discussed in sectidn 3.1.1, this will be affected by observeso-
lution and sensitivity. In the case @l a5 a correction factor was
applied in an attempt to compensate for any systematic hias i
troduced by observing resolution effects. Whilst this éads nec-
essarily only an order-of-magnitude correction, we fedttttas in
almost all sources the lobe extremity is associated withighbr
emission peak, the effect of beam-width smearing on thecsour
structure is large enough that the application of the ctioedac-
tor as defined is useful.

In the case oBy,, however, the emission at the lobe edges is
usually at a low level and the validity of such a correctiomeiss
clear. For example, orientation effects could affect theeoked
lobe width, with those sources observed with their axeseclts
our line-of-sight having more extensive lobes if sourcewitg an-
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Figure 5. The angular lobe width@,, plotted against the resolution-
corrected angular lobe siz@®_ag, binned by low-resolution effective ob-
serving resolution. Circled points: low-resolution effee observing reso-
lution < 40. The dotted line is the line @ = OLas.

gle allows a greater depth of emission to be detected nedoliee
edges. This effect, if it is significant, cannot be compestédr by
the correction factor in the way that we have defined it forlthe
lengths. Accordingly, we have chosen not to apply any ctiomc
factor toQy.

In Fig.[3 we plot the angular lobe width against the resohitio
corrected angular largest lobe size, binnedldoy-resolutionef-
fective observing resolution. There is a tendency for tremeces
observed at relatively low resolution, that is with40 restoring
beams across the source, to have wider lobes. Dividing the lo
width data points into two subsamples based on observirajures
tion, using a cutoff of 40 low-resolution restoring beammoas the
source, a W-M-W test suggests this is significant above ttee@&r
cent confidence level. Furthermore, when we consideRtheval-
ues themselves and divide them into two samples in the same wa
a W-M-W test shows thaRax is significantly higher in sources ob-
served at high resolution compared to those observed wiglfacr
tive observing resolution of 40 or less, at above the 99.9%cpat
confidence level. Th®x data, therefore, seem to be affected by
observing resolution.

3.2.2 Trends with Pg, z and size

A greater proportion of sources observed at low resolutim a
found at high redshift, so that the high redshift sample mayeh
a systematic bias toward low&x values. Another effect to con-
sider is the known correlation between spectral index adibra
power or redshift; the hotspots and lobes in higher-retibigher-
power sources have steeper spectra, particularly at regjuéncies
(e.g., Laing & Peacock 1980; Blundell, Rawlings & Willott99).
This correlation would mean that for high-redshift sourtteslow
brightness lobe emission is harder to detect, resultingnallerw
values (and hence higher correspondiag) for luminous sources.
Dividing theRay distribution byP; 7g (usingPc:) andz (using a cutoff
of 0.5), a K-S test showed no significant differences in thetrdi
bution of Rax across the power and redshift range. In Eigs 6[dnd 7
we plot Rax (for each lobe) against redshift and source luminosity
respectively.

The plot of Rax againstLLS in Fig.[8 shows that there is a
trend with source size. The distribution appears to chahge% ~
100 kpc, with a much larger range Ryy found above this size. A
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W-M-W test shows thaRyy is significantly smaller in lobes with
LLS < 100 kpc at above the 99.9 per cent confidence level, for
sources of all spectral classes.

In a self-similar expansion model in which all sources in a
sample are subject to self-similar growth throughout tlifgtime,
Rax should be independent of the lobe size. This is clearly noido
out by the data. In fact it is possible that a source only greels
similarly in its early phases, on scale sizes of the ordehaf of
the associated galaxy or its hot-gas halo (e.g. Hardcasio®&all
2000); the data here lend support to this picture.

3.2.3 Unification

The observedR,x should be lower than the true physical value due
to the projection of the source length in the plane of the wkyle

the width should be less affected, notwithstanding anyntaigon
effects on lobe detectability as discussed in se€fionl3s&4duming

w is unaffected by orientation, the effect of projectionRyy is the
same form as that fdrLS; (equatiorb), that is

Rax= R/axsine, @)

where the prime indicates the true physical value of thematers
and®@ is the angle subtended by théS; axis with the observer’s
line-of-sight.

The medianRay, < Rax >, is given for the different spectral
classes in Tablgl 4. Unification predicts the same rati®.6) be-
tween the broad and narrow line spectral classes as otS; >
(given the model in equatiohl(7) and ignoring scatter inticzti by
deviation of the lobes from the common axis). For the samate,d
< Raxy > / < Ray, >=0.69, while< Ray > / < Ray, >=0.75.

The difference iRy between the Qs and high luminosity NL-
RGs is statistically significant (at the 99.6 per cent comfigelevel
with a W-M-W test) whilst that between the BLRGs and low lumi-
nosity NLRGs is not, though the difference between the |omgr
spectral classes is in the sense expected for unificatioareSthere
intrinsic differences between the Qs and high power NLRG$ th
have no correspondence in the low luminosity sources? This m
not be the case if some effect leads to an observational héds t
masks significant differences Ry between the BLRGs and low-
power NLRGs — for example, if lobes were more difficult to dete
in these low-power sources compared with high-power ones-H
ever, despite the evidence that observing resolution dfes Rax
(section[3.Z11), we concluded in section 3.2.2 that thers ma
evidence that this results in a systematic bias in lobe thtdity
across the power range.

While the tendency for Qs to have lowRjy than high-power
NLRGs is consistent with projection effects, the oriemtatargu-
ments predict that this should be the casea result otheir lower
values ofLLS. In fact we found no significant difference in lobe
length between the Qs and high luminosity NLRGs, which might
suggest that the Qs are associated with Iddgbecause they have
intrinsically broader lobes. A W-M-W test does not confirnatth
this is the case, however.

In Fig.[d we plotw againstLLS for the different spectral
classes. From this plot it would appear that there is a tezyden
for the points corresponding to the broad line objects tadithe
left of those of the narrow line objects — in other words, ¢hisr
a tendency for Qs and BLRGs to have smalle§ with respect
to NLRGs of a similaw. This would suggest that differences are
consistentwith projection effects, although tHd_S values in Qs
and BLRGs are not significantly lower than those in NLRGs. Our
interpretation is therefore that the statistically lovirgg found in
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Table 4. The median lobe axial ratie; Ry >, for each of the spectral
class distributions.

Spectral class < Rax > Spectral class < Rax > < Rax > ratio
Q 1.65 NLRG, highPy7gmHz 2.38 0.69
B 1.93 NLRG, lowPy7gMmHz 2.56 0.75

Q and BLRG
LERG

1.75
1.90

NLRG
BLRG and lowPy 7gvHz

2.49
2.40

0.70
0.79

Qs is consistent with projection effects; the lack of a cepmnd-
ing trend for BLRGs is not accounted for, though it is not sro
evidence against unification in the lower-power subsanipte[I0
shows that a number of the low-power sources with low effecti
observing resolution correspond to either particularlakor par-
ticularly large sources and it is possible that the effe€sbserv-
ing resolution are more important for the BLRGs, though ithisot
clearly so.

As for the lobe size, we would predict no significant differ-
ence inRyx between the LERGs and low luminosity NLRGs and
BLRGs, if LERGs have the same intrindRsx distribution. A K-S
test finds no significant difference between BRag distributions of
the LERG and combined BLRG and low power NLRG populations.

3.3 Lobe size asymmetry
3.3.1 Trends with Prg, z and size

The resolution correction factor applied to theS data, as dis-
cussed in section 3.1.1, should compensate for systenmatidrb
lobe size asymmetry that might be introduced by observisg-re
lution. The fractional separation difference defined imgof the
longer lobexgpe, is plotted as a function of redshift, luminosity and
source size in Figs_1[[ 12 ahd] 13 respectively. There is mal ire
Xobe With redshift but there is a tendency for the high luminosity
and smaller sources to have greater asymmetries.

A trend in Xgpe With redshift might have suggested envi-
ronmental differences at different epochs; a tendency featgr
asymmetries in higher power/smaller sources only coulcbsis-
tent with asymmetries being imposed by environmental diffees
early in the source’s development, if these sources areceqbéo
be generally younger. That is, if relative environment#fledences
are not so great further out from the central engine the saiper-
ceived asymmetry may be dominated by effects introducedewhi
the source is still small; in this case the fractional asyitnyneay
decrease as the source expands, as any asymmetry repeedents
creasing fraction of the source size.

Broad-band studies of radio galaxies have demonstrated tha
in many cases the the detected optical and/or infrared ragunta
emission from the host galaxy is aligned with the radio aRisgm-
bers, Miley & van Breugel, 1987; McCarthy et al., 1987), aphe
nomenon known as the ‘alignment effect’. This effect hasnbee
shown to be strong in sources at redshift<.6, but less so for
lower redshift samples. The main processes implicatedercth-
ation of the alignment effect are photoionization from thenc
tral AGN and shock ionization from the passage of the jet or
lobes. Spectroscopic studies have suggested that theiqhiate
tion mechanism dominates in more evolved, larger sourcesbu
smaller sources (especially those for which the radio sfzihe
sources is comparable to the emission line region) the simedh-
anism becomes important. This implies that source age ig take
tor when considering the extent to which the radio sourckaffect
its environment, with younger, less-evolved sources edipanout
through the host galaxy and gas environment and directbctiffy
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Figure 7. The lobe axial ratioRay, plotted against source luminosity at 178
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Figure 8. The lobe axial ratioRay, plotted against the largest linear source
size,LLS, (two points per source).

their kinematics (e.g., Inskip et al. 2002; Privon et al. 20@ut the
study of Inskip et al., which was made using multiple fluxitied
samples in order to break the redshift-luminosity degeseraas
suggested that the alignment depends on redshift as wetiveesrp
implying that environmental differences at different elp@do con-
tribute to the overall picture.
The present sample cannot directly inform these lattedtsesu

as the redshift-luminosity degeneracy is not broken herdadt,
the tendency for asymmetry to be greater for higher poweajlem
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Figure 9. The linear lobe widthw, plotted against the largest linear lobe
size,LLS. The dotted line is the line off = LLS.
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Figure 10. The linear lobe widthy, plotted against the largest linear lobe
size,LLS, for the low power subsample. Circled points: low-resalntef-
fective observing resolution 40. The dotted line is the line @i = LLS.

sources in this sample is not a result that contradicts ofircos
any study of the alignment effect; binning the entire sandplia by
luminosity (usingP;) and source size (taking a cutoff of 200 kpc,
corresponding to 100 kpc in lobe size, a somewhat arbitiaojce
based on the result of a trend Ryx with lobe size discussed in
sectior3.2R), K-S tests indicate that the differenceséndistri-
butions ofxgpe across both the luminosity and size ranges are not
significant.

3.3.2 Unification and beaming

The medianxpe for the different spectral classes, xgpe >, are
given in Tableb. It can be seen that the Qs are more asymmetric
than the high luminosity NLRGs; a W-M-W test shows that the
difference is significant at the 99.7 per cent confidencel.|&iee
< Xjobe > Of the BLRGs and the low luminosity NLRGs are not
significantly different statistically and a K-S test does stwow any
difference in the distribution of the combined populatiédBaRGs
and low-power NLRGs with respect to that of the LERGs. These
findings are generally consistent with those of H98 (witlpees to
the low luminosity sources) and Best et al. (1995; with respe
the high luminosity subsample), though both these studiéaetl
Xlobe USingc — hs.

In the case of the former result, Best et al. suggested tleat re
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tivistic effects might contribute to the greater asymmetir@s rel- (ERG ) +
ative to the corresponding NLRGs. If this were the case, waldvo L BES ) :
expect that the jet side would correlate with the longer Isioe. s * ]

The fractional separation difference defined by jet siglg, uses .
the value ofLLS on the straight jet side a3, andLLS on the “ + B
counterjet side aB,. ALOO have studied the observed distribution ° .

of Xjet for a sample of 3CR FRII sources that includes the sources
in this sample in addition to a number of objectzat 1. They in-
troduce an asymmetry parametgrwhich is used to quantify the
degree to which relativistic effects contribute to the obed distri- .
bution of xe; as opposed to intrinsic and/or environmental effects. : X A :
The asymmetry parameter is defined as . . x .

Ziobe

0.2

0.1

N(—FRII)

N(+FRII) ® ’

Figure 11. The fractional separation difference as defined by the longe
lobe side Xope, plotted against redshift,

e=1-2

whereN(—FRII) andN(+FRII) are the numbers of sources with
positive and negativige values. ALOO argued that an even distribu- ‘ “‘LERG A T T
tion of positive and negativge; about zero, giving = —1, implies * NLRe P ]
that relativistic effects are not a significant factor in ¢hgribution. +Q e 7
Where around 2/3 of the sample objects have poskjyevalues, .

€ ~ 0, which implies that relativistic effects are as significas - P
intrinsic/environmental ones. As relativistic effectscbme more ° h x -

importante would become increasingly positive. For their sample 1
ALOO found an asymmetry parameter-60.07+ 0.22, for all the ol . - ot . ]
sources. For the radio galaxies the result w&s3+ 0.32 and for . - L

quasars, B33+ 0.36. They concluded that the effects of relativistic _ ' . .
motion on the observed lobe size asymmetry distributiorevner el - . ) P
negligible and that they were more important to the obsequasar . LT "
asymmetries than to the radio galaxies, consistent witfication - £l P T w
models. 0

Here the sample is essentially the same as that of ALOO except
for the exclusion of those objects at> 1. The data have been re-  Figure 12. The fractional separation difference as defined by the Ionge
considered, however, using only the jet-side informatibtamable lobe side xope, plotted against source luminosity at 178 M#Pg7g.
from the sample maps. Where a definite or possible straiglig je SR .
detected, this is taken as the jet side and no other infoomatich - . SRS
as the depolarization asymmetry associated with the sositsed. <] A L L BRG]
When determiningie; in this way, it must be borne in mind that the ’
exclusion of those sources with no jet detections may biasiéta. ]

Xet is plotted againsP;7g in Fig.[I4. Considering all sample sr . . ; « 1
sources with at least one definite or possible straightggandless
of spectral class, the jet-side lobe is the longer lobe inetScpnt N x +
of the sources (usingLS). BLRGs show the strongest apparent < T . A
correlation of jet side and the longer lobe with 7 out of 8 sesr ) . Tt
having positivexet values; a marginally significant tendency at the SH o L .
96.5 per cent confidence level. Qs, NLRGs and LERGs do not have K
any significant tendency for positivge; values. The distribution . ' N
corresponds to an asymmetry parametes f—1.06 for the com- 10 100 1000
bined Qs, BLRGs and NLRGs sampte= 0.08 for the combined LLS, (kpc)
guasar and BLRG population and= —1.86 for the NLRGs, sug-
gesting that relativistic effects make a greater contiibuto the
observed asymmetry for Qs and BLRGs than for NLRGs, which
is in line with the prediction of unification. This is congst with
the results of ALOO, although the evidence for relativigftects
making a significant contribution to thge distribution overall is
weaker for this sample.

In Fig.[15, Xt is plotted againstLSs. There is an apparent
difference in thexe distribution for smaller sourcesl.(Ss < 200
kpc), with fewer negative valuesje; is positive in 57 per cent of
sources with.LS; < 200 kpc; a binomial test shows the tendency
for xjet to be positive in the smaller sources is only weakly signifi- negative value). A K-S test shows no significant differenesveen
cant (although it can be noted that only one broad-line sohas a the large and small soureg distribution.

0.4
T

-1 -1
P,g (WHz  sr)

Ziobe

X,

Figure 13. The fractional separation difference as defined by the longe
lobe side ope, plotted against the largest linear source dizes;.
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Table 6. Summary of jet and hotspot detections for the sample

Source Class Straight jets Hotspots Source Class Straight j Hotspots Source Class Straight jets Hotspots

N lobe S lobe N lobe S lobe N lobe S lobe N lobe S lobe N lobe S lobe lobl S lobe
4C12.03 E J PCJ 1 1 3C196 Q none none 1 1 3C289 N none none 0 1
3C6.1 N none none 1 1 3C200 N none J 1 1 3C292 N none none 1 1
3C16 E PJ PCJ 0 1 4C14.27 N PJ PCJ 1 1 3C295 N none none 1 1
3C19 N none PJ 1 1 3C207 Q none J 2 1 3C299 N none none 3 1
3C20 N J none 1 1 3C215 Q none PJ 1 4 3C300 N J none 1 2
3C22 B J none 2 2 3C217 N none none 2 1 3C303 B J none 1 1
3C33 N PCJ PJ 1 2 3C216 Q none none 1 1 3C319 E none none 1 0
3C33.1 B none J 1 1 3C219 B PCJ J 1 1 3C321 N PJ none 1 1
3C34 N PJ PCJ 1 1 3C220.1 N J none 2 1 3C325 Q PJ none 1 2
3C35 E none none 1 0 3C220.3 N none none 1 1 3C326 B none none 0 1
3C41 N none J 1 1 3C223 N PJ PCJ 1 1 3C330 N none none 1 3
3C42 N none none 1 1 3C225B N none none 1 1 3C334 Q PCJ J 2 1
3C46 N none PJ 2 2 3C226 N none none 1 1 3C336 Q none J 3 1
3C47 Q none J 1 1 4C73.08 N none none 1 1 3C341 N none J 0 0
3C55 N none PJ 1 2 3C228 N none J 1 2 3C337 N none PJ 1 1
3C61.1 N none none 1 0 3C234 N J none 1 1 3C340 N none none 1 1
3C67 B PJ none 2 1 3C236 E PJ none 0 1 3C349 N none PJ 1 1
3C79 N none none 3 3 4C74.16 N none J 1 1 3C351 Q PJ none 1 1
3C98 N J none 1 1 3C244.1 N PJ none 2 1 3C352 N J none 2 0
3C109 B none PJ 1 1 3C247 N none none 1 1 3C381 B none none 1 1
4C14.11 E PJ none 2 1 3C249.1 Q J none 4 1 3C382 B J none 1 1
3C123 E none none 1 1 3C254 Q none none 1 1 3C388 E none J 1 1
3C132 E none PJ 1 1 3C263 Q none J 1 1 3C390.3 B J none 1 1
3C153 N PCJ PJ 1 3 3C263.1 N none none 1 1 3C401 E none J 1 1
3C171 N CJ J 1 1 3C265 N PJ none 1 1 3C427.1 E PJ none 2 1
3C172 N none none 1 2 3C268.1 N none none 2 1 3C433 N J none 0 4
3C173.1 E J none 1 1 3C268.3 B none none 1 1 3C436 N none J 3 1
3C175 Q none J 1 2 3C274.1 N none PJ 1 1 3C438 E J none 1 1
3C175.1 N none PJ 1 1 3C275.1 Q J none 1 1 3C441 N J none 1 1
3C184 N none none 3 1 3C277.2 N none PJ 3 1 3C452 N cJ J 1 1
3C184.1 N PJ none 1 1 3C280 N none none 1 1 3C455 Q none none 1 1
DA240 E none PJ 1 2 3C284 N none none 1 1 3C457 N none none 2 1
3C192 N none PJ 1 2 3C285 E J none 1 1

Column [1]:3CR catalogue source name. Column [2]: Spectaais. L: low excitation galaxies, Q: quasars, B and N: bavatinarrow line radio galaxies
respectively. Column [3] & [4]: Jet detections for north aswalith lobes respectively. J: definite jet, PJ: possiblegétcounterjet, PCJ: possible counterjet.
Column [5] & [6]: Number of hotspots in the north and southdakespectively. Columns [7] to [12] and columns [13] to [18]far columns [1] to [6].

Table 5. The median fractional separation difference as defined bg kize, t!"e nature of any depend_er!ce on obseryational CO_nStl’aimm'i
< Xjobe >, for each of the spectral class distributions ficult to evaluate. The variation of observing resolutionoas the
sample is potentially a source of observational bias, mogsshis

Spectral cl Spectral cl . . i . . T

Qpec e <g'.°l'§5> ,\‘,)f;(;ahciga;;wm <gf‘i"ff is accompanied by a variation in observing sensitivity.

B adBLRG  bame  ime e 00% To investigate the effect on total jet detectability, in JEi§ we
LERG 0.082 BLRG and 0wy 7gmHz 0.101 plot the dynamic range (defined as the ratio of the maximuenint

sity to the off-source root mean square noise) against feetafe

4 CORES AND JETS
4.1 Observing effects

The effects of varying observing resolution should introgllittle
bias into the core measurements as they are bright feahatare
typically unresolved. For the jets, however, observinglgson
will have an effect on detectability, which we now considarthe
case of the total jet features.

observing resolution corresponding to the highest-reémsiumap
for all the sample sources, binning by jet status. Sourcgsrig
total jet features entirely are observed across the reésnland
sensitivity range; thus there is no simple trend for thosgrees
observed with relatively high resolution and high dynanaiege to
be associated with jet features.

Fig.[17 plots the fractional observed lobe length,against
dynamic range, with data binned by total jet detection statu

30 per cent of sources in the sample have a definite jet, and might be expected that if the detected lobe emission in acsour

a further 34 per cent have a possible jet; a summary of strgh
detections for the entire sample is given in Tdlle 6, withdke
tection rate broken down by spectral class in Table 7. Trad jet
classifications are the same as for the straight jets bubédiotlow-
ing three exceptions: the definite total jet is in the nonthiebe in
source 3C171 with a definite total counterjet detected irstheh-
ern lobe, a possible total counterjet is detected in thensontiobe
of 3C20 and a definite total counterjet is detected in thetsont
lobe of 3C438.

is more extensive (withj values closer to 1), it would be more dif-
ficult to detect a jet feature, but this does not seem to bedke.c
Definite and possible jet features are detected across tige iia
f;. An additional aspect of jet detectability that can be cdasd is
the jet location within the lobe. As mentioned previous|yile in
some sources a bright jet is observed to extend from the odhet
lobe extremity, in many sources the jet is detected along@itm
of this length only. In Fig 118, a histogram shows the disttiin of
the fractional jet positionfj,, for the definite and possible jets; 69

The appearance of the jet features varies from source to per cent of these of objects have a jet that is traced from thear

source, and many of the detected jets do not cover the eetigth
from the core to the hotspot feature. Observing resoluti@hsen-
sitivity should be an important factor in jet detectabilibowever,

core, havingfj, < 0.1. In order to examine the possibility that the
jets are systematically becoming obscured as they protiressgh
the lobe, the jet terminatiorfj,, is considered alongsideg . fj, and
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Figure 14.The fractional separation difference as defined by thegttgét
side, Xet, plotted against source luminosity at 178 MHP47g. The dotted
line shows a fractional separation difference of zero.
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Figure 15.The fractional separation difference as defined by thegittgét
side,Xet, plotted against the largest linear source dizess. The dotted line
shows a fractional separation difference of zero.

f;, are plotted against the fractional lobe length,in Fig.[19. The
dashed line represents, corresponding to a givefy, that would
be obtained if the observed total jet terminated on reacthiagn-
ner edge of the lobe. As there is no tendency for thelata to
crowd toward this line, jets are generally observed to ekieto
the lobe.

If the emitting material in the beam decelerated as it pro-

gresses from the core, and if the jet were detected moreyessil
this happens, then it might be expected that once the jetnbexo
detectable it could be traced to the hotspot region or the b
tremity. This would be consistent with an anticorrelatia@iviieen
jet length and jet position. In Fig. 2§ is plotted againsfj and
the dashed line shows the jet length corresponding to a ¢gv@o-
sition that would indicate that the jet is observed contsipdrom
its base to the lobe extremity. As there is no crowding tovthisl
line, there is no strong tendency for this to be the case.

We conclude that, although the observing resolution should

affect jet detectability, there is no obvious systemati&shin the
sample that can be simply compensated for. The jet is nobabiy
less easily detected in sources with extensive lobes anlddtkef
jet detection does not appear to be a result of high lobe tdtidity.
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Figure 16. The dynamic range plotted against the high-resolutiorceiie
observing resolution, binned by total jet status. Fillegtles: at least one
definite jet detected, open circles: no definite jet detebigidat least one
possible jet, diagonal cross: no jet feature detected. rGlea excitation
radio galaxies, blue: narrow line radio galaxies, magemtaad line radio
galaxies and red: quasars (on-line colour version). Theeddine shows a
high-resolution effective observing resolution of 40.
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Figure 17. The fractional observed lobe length, plotted against the dy-
namic range, binned by total jet status. Filled circleseast one definite jet
detected, open circles: no definite jet detected but at waspossible jet,
diagonal cross: no jet feature detected. Green: low eia@itaadio galaxies,
blue: narrow line radio galaxies, magenta: broad line rgdiaxies and red:
guasars (on-line colour version).

4.2 Trends with P;7g zand size
4.2.1 Cores

The core prominence distribution is plotted as a functioredshift

in Fig.[21 and as a function of luminosity in Fig22. Any trenith
redshift is weak but there is a tendency for the core prontiaen
to decrease with increasing source luminosity and therelasla
of low-luminosity sources with faint cores. A Peto-Preattest in
which the sample objects (inclusive of all spectral clasaes di-
vided by source luminosity & shows that the trend for lower
core prominence in higher-power sources is significant@®th5
per cent confidence level.

From Fig[23 it can be seen that there is a tendency for smaller
sources in general to be associated with lower core proroimen
Binning the sample data by size, including all classes, @-Pet
Prentice test between sources above and bélb& = 200 kpc
shows no significant difference. (The 200-kpc size critenaas
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Table 7. The jet detection data for the sample based on spectral class

15

Spectral class jet features definite jets possible jets dedéiction

Q 733% (11/15) 53.3% (8/15) 20.0% (3/15) 26.7% (4/15)
B 72.7% (8/11) 545% (6/11) 182% (2/11) 27.3%  (3/11)
N 59.6% (34/57) 28.1% (16/57) 31.6% (18/57) 40.4% (23/57)
E 80.0% (12/15) 40.0% (6/15) 40.0% (6/15) 20.0% (3/15)

chosen as evidence was found for morphological differeimdewe
sizes above and below 100 kpc; see Sectidn 3.2.2.) However, if
the sources are divided by spectral class, there is a signifien-
dency (at the 96.5 per cent confidence level) on a Peto-estest
for the smaller NLRGs to have lower core prominences: this wa
also noted by H98. It is not clear whether this is simply a ltesfu
the core-prominence/luminosity inverse correlation da@bove in
combination with the known luminosity/size inverse coatin, or
whether (as suggested by H98) it is a genuine physical effiett

is masked in other spectral types by beaming effects.

4.2.2 Jets

In Figs24 an@ 25 the straight jet prominence is plotted agaed-
shift and luminosity; there is no trend in the distributioittweither
parameter. A slightly broader range is foundzag 0.3; there is a
marginally significant (93.7 per cent confidence level)atifihce
between these low redshift sources and those miitl).3 on a K-S
test. However, taking into account the upper limits in théada
Peto-Prentice test does not suggest any significant difera the
distribution ofp; between the high and low luminosity sources, nor
is any trend found with respect to redshift or source size. any
limits in the p; data (around one third of the sample sources) may
mask any trend.

4.3 Unification and beaming
4.3.1 Cores

The median core prominences for the different spectralselas
are given in Tabl&]8. The core prominence distribution of @se

Table 8. The median core prominence,p. >, for the different spectral
classes.

Spectralclass < pc > /1073 Spectral class < pc> /1073
o) 2.030 NLRG, hgtP17amis 0.086

B 0.915 NLRG, IoWP 7gMHz 0.335

Q and BLRG 1.061 NLRG 0.134
LERG 0.592 BLRG and loWP 7gMHz 0.524

large 6 becomes strong. In Qs, VLBI observations have reported
y ~ 5-10 for some sources (e.g., Zensus 1997; Hough et al. 2002).
This would result in Doppler-boosted cores in broad-lingects

and Doppler-suppressed cores for the equivalent NLRGsmass
ing 6c =~ 40— 50°. If sources of lower luminosity were associated
with lowery, the core prominence of BLRG sources would not be
as strongly boosted as the Qs (though there is no signifidiet-d
ence between the core prominence of Qs and BLRGSs) and also the
Doppler suppression of the NLRG cores would be less stronig. T
latter point could lead to generally lower core promineneig
found inhigherluminosity NLRGs.

4.3.2 Jets

The one-sidedness of FRII jets is difficult to account forhwiit
beaming. There are very few counterjets detected in thelsamp
the general symmetry of the extended structure requires thée
bi-polar beams emanating from the central engine. The lfattsio
few counterjets are detected at all suggests that kilopasae jet
emission is beamed.
The straight jet detection statistics indicate a diffeeendgth

spectral class that is consistent with beaming models (ab&eT

and BLRGs was compared with that of the NLRGs using a Peto- [7, previously discussed in sectionl4.1). The Qs and BLRGcssur

Prentice test. The difference in the distributions of Qs high-
luminosity NLRGs is significant above the 99.9 per cent canfad
level, whilst that between the BLRGs and low power NLRGsgs si
nificant at the 97.4 per cent level. We find no significant défece
between the distributions of the LERGs and the BLRGs and low
power NLRGs on a Peto-Prentice test.

In section[4.211 it was shown that there is evidence that
the higher-power sources are associated with lower cormipro
nence. Considering the spectral classes separately,PPentice
tests show that the high-power BLRGs and NLRGs are signifi-
cantly lower than the corresponding low-power BLRGs and NL-
RGs (note that there are only 2 sources in the high-power BLRG
subsample), but there is no significant trend in the Qs or LERG
The core prominence data are consistent with the idea tghehi
luminosity sources have higher Lorentz factors. The begtfdn-
tor is 0 y(1— BcosB)~2 (Scheuer & Readhead 1979, assuming the
spectral index for the core features to be 0), and the rangfgsn
factor increases with. For a giveny, above a certain threshold an-
gle of orientation with respect to the observer's line-gfhs, 6;,
the emission will be Doppler suppressed and the observes cor
prominence will be lower than the intrinsic value. féncreases,

have a similarly high jet-feature detection rate{3 per cent), with
definite jets detected in 53 per cent of the sources. (The Q sources
with no jet detected are observed at relatively low resofyti<
40 beams across the source in the high-resolution map;stimisti
true for the BLRGSs). For the NLRG class, jet features are doun
in 60 per cent of sources, with only 28 per cent of NLRGs having
a definite jet detected. The upper limits of the NLRG and LERG
sources are distributed across the range in observingutesal

The median straight jet prominenéa detected jets onlfor
each of the spectral classes is shown in Table 10. When we com-
pare the straight jet prominences of the broad-line obj@gtand
BLRG) to the NLRG with a Peto-Prentice test, taking uppeiitsm
into account, we find a difference that is significant at thes §&r
cent confidence limit in the sense that the median promineftte
broad-line objects is significantly higher. This confirme garlier
result of H98. The difference in jet prominence is still sfgrant
if the sample is divided into low-luminosity and high-lurosity
sub-samples, at the 98.7 per cent and 94.4 per cent confitkence
els respectively — the marginal significance in the highihowsity
bin presumably arises from the large fraction of upper Brimitthe
NLRG in this sample. There is no significant difference beme

6; decreases and the suppression of parsec scale jet emission ahe LERG and other (NLRG/BLRG/Q) straight jet prominence di
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Figure 18. Histogram of the fractional jet positiorfy,, for the sample.
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Figure 19.The fractional jet positionfj,, and fractional jet terminatiorfj,,
plotted against the fractional observed lobe lendjthof the corresponding
lobe. Green: low excitation radio galaxies, blue: narrowe liadio galaxies,
magenta: broad line radio galaxies and red: quasars (ereditour version).
The dotted line is the line of, = 1— fj.
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Figure 20.The fractional jet lengthfj,, plotted against the fractional jet po-
sition, fj,, of the corresponding lobe. Green: low excitation radiagieis,
blue: narrow line radio galaxies, magenta: broad line rgdiaxies and red:
quasars (on-line colour version). The dotted line is the 6hfj =1 fj,.
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Figure 21. The core prominencep., plotted against redshifg. Vertical
bars indicate errors, arrows indicate upper limits.
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Figure 22. The core prominencey, plotted against the source luminosity
at 178 MHz,Py7g. Vertical bars indicate errors, arrows indicate uppertbmi

LERG
L= NLRG 4
% BLRG
+Q N .

0.1

Q.01
+

+ +
o7 ) "«
dot o x E
. 4
x
+ * b3 o
L L . . ]
- . ‘ t+ . .
! + "y
) ;
s L I : i
I I I
10 100 1000
LLS, (kpc)

Figure 23.The core prominencey, plotted against the largest linear source
size,LLS;. Vertical bars indicate errors, arrows indicate uppertbmi

tributions. These differences in prominence are condistéh the
expectations from unified models and beaming.

In addition, the Laing-Garrington effect (as discussedeic-s
tion[d), in which the jet occurs in the lobe that shows lessoeep
larization, can be considered. Depolarization data weaéabie in
the literature (Tablg]9) for 60 of the sample sources, 41 dtlwh
have detected jets (possible and definite). Of these 41 ssuBO
have the jet on the less depolarized side (73 per cent). Onaa bi
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Table 9. Depolarisation data taken from the literature for our sampl

Source Jet side Depolarization A Reference Source Jet side Depolarization A Reference
N lobe S lobe high [GHz] low [GHz] N lobe Slobe high [GHz] low [GHz]
4C12.03 N - - - - - 3C236 N - - - - -
3C6.1 - 0.50 0.27 8.1 2.7 1 4C74.16 S 0.23 -0.01 5.0 15 6
3C16 N -0.38 -0.28 4.8 1.4 2 3C244.1 N 0.27 0.30 8.1 1.4 1
3C19 S - - - - - 3C247 - 0.84 0.00 5.0 1.5 12
3C20 N 0.50 0.67 8.1 1.4 1 3C249.1 N 0.27 0.37 5.0 15 10
3C22 N -0.05 0.54 5.0 15 3 3C254 - 0.27 0.68 5.0 15 12
3C33 S - - - - - 3C263 S - - - - -
3C33.1 S 0.05 0.04 4.8 15 4 3C263.1 - 0.91 0.56 5.0 15 12
3C34 N 0.21 0.38 4.8 1.5 5 3C265 N -0.26 -0.19 4.8 1.4 2
3C35 - - - - - - 3C268.1 - -0.27 0.19 4.8 1.4 2
3C41 S 0.06 0.02 5.0 15 6 3C268.3 - - - - - -
3C42 - -0.01 0.00 4.8 1.4 2 3C274.1 S 0.11 0.08 2.4 1.0 9
3C46 S -0.12 -0.07 4.8 1.4 2 3C275.1 N 0.05 0.42 5.0 15 6
3C47 S 0.82 0.05 4.9 15 7 3C277.2 S -0.09 0.54 5.0 1.5 11
3C55 S 0.11 0.00 5.0 15 3 3C280 - -0.21 -0.29 4.8 1.4 2
3C61.1 - 0.58 0.54 4.8 15 4 3C284 - 0.04 0.31 24 1.0 9
3C67 N 0.35 -0.65 4.9 1.6 8 3C285 N - - - - -
3C79 - 0.44 0.05 2.4 1.0 9 3C289 - 0.87 0.66 5.0 15 12
3C98 N - - - - - 3C292 - -
3C109 S 0.53 0.52 4.8 1.5 4 3C295 - - - - - -
4C14.11 N - - - - - 3C299 - -0.30 -0.09 4.8 1.4 2
3C123 - - - - - - 3C300 N 0.11 0.77 24 1.0 9
3C132 S 0.31 0.14 2.4 1.5 9 3C303 N - - - - -
3C153 S - - - - - 3C319 -
3C171 S 0.14 0.40 8.1 2.7 1 3C321 N
3C172 - 0.26 0.27 24 1.0 9 3C325 N
3C173.1 N - - - - - 3C326 - - - - - -
3C175 S 1.00 1.00 5.0 1.5 10 3C330 - 0.09 0.29 5.0 1.5 13
3C175.1 S 0.11 0.54 5.0 1.5 11 3C334 S 0.23 0.09 5.0 1.5 6
3C184 - - - - - - 3C336 S 1.00 0.74 24 1.0 10
3C184.1 N - - - - - 3C341 S -0.18 -0.21 4.8 1.4 2
DA240 S - - - - - 3C337 S 0.16 0.47 5.0 15 11
3C192 S 0.58 0.82 2.4 1.0 9 3C340 - 0.21 0.03 4.8 15 5
3C196 - - - - - - 3C349 - - - - -
3C200 S 0.39 0.08 5.0 15 6 3C351 N 0.46 -0.44 4.8 1.4 2
4C14.27 N -0.17 -0.01 4.8 1.4 2 3C352 N 0.28 0.74 5.0 15 6
3C207 S 0.60 0.16 5.0 15 6 3C381 - 0.06 0.04 4.8 15 4
3C215 S 0.45 0.21 5.0 1.5 6 3C382 N 0.09 0.16 25 15 10
3C217 - 0.20 0.67 5.0 15 11 3C388 S - - - - -
3C216 - - - - - - 3C390.3 N 0.01 0.03 15 0.3 10
3C219 S 0.53 0.55 4.8 15 4 3C401 S - - - - -
3C220.1 N - - - - - 3C427.1 N
3C220.3 - - - - - - 3C433 N
3C223 N 0.07 0.11 2.4 1.0 9 3C436 S
3C225B - - - - - - 3C438 N - - - - -
3C226 - - - - - - 3C441 N 0.28 0.06 5.0 15 6
4C73.08 - - - - - - 3C452 S - - - - -
3C228 S 0.30 0.05 4.8 1.5 5 3C455 - -0.45 0.03 4.9 1.6 8
3C234 N 0.55 0.56 4.8 15 4 3C457 - 0.00 -0.09 4.8 1.4 2

Column [1]: 3CR catalogue source name. Column [2]: jet sit#umn [3] & [4]: depolarization measurBPM, for north and south lobe respectively, wh&eM = (my, —my)/(my +my),

m, andm being the fractional polarization measured at the highdrlawer frequency respectively. Column [5] & [6]: Frequeradyhigh and low frequency maps respectively. Column [7]:
References for data. (1): Wright (1979), (2): Goodlet e{2004), (3): Fernini et al. (1993), (4): Dennett-ThorpertBal & van Bemmel (2000), (5): Johnson, Leahy & Garringt@@95),
(6): Garrington, Conway & Leahy (1991), (7): Fernini et 4991), (8): Akujor & Garrington (1995), (9): Conway et al9@3), (10): Garrington & Conway (1991), (11): Pedelty e{2889),
(12): Liu & Pooley (1991), (13): Fernini (2001). Columns [8][14] and [15] to [21] as for [1] to [7].

mial test this is a significant trend at the 99.8 per cent cenfié In Figs[26 and"27 we plot the core prominence data against
limit. The effect would be expected to be stronger for braad | source luminosity for both the entire sample and the NLRG<la
sources and there were depolarization data available faf 1ite respectively, binning the data according to the straightiggec-

26 Qs and BLRGs: 75 per cent of these showed correlation be- tion status indicated as before. For the sample as a whajeZB)
tween the jet-side lobe and the less depolarized lobe (meltgi those sources with at least one jet detection have highempromi-
significant at the 96 per cent level on a binomial test). Gitreat nence. As Qs and BLRGs are generally observed to have hrighte
other properties of the sources and their environmentsranek to jets this is to be expected and is further illustrated in [E&).How-
affect source depolarization, and that our data are nedlgdset- ever, even when considering the NLRG population separé&edy
erogeneous, these results also seem to be in good agreeittent w [27) it is clear that the NLRGs with definite jet detections also

the expectation from beaming models. associated with relatively higher core prominence. A Hatentice

test applied to the core prominence data between all sowities
at least one definite or possible straight jet and those vatheat
tection indicates the jetted sources have higher core premok,
Considering all the data, including upper limits, the ctatien be- significant at the 99.9 per cent confidence level.

tween jet prominence and core prominence is significanthet t

99.9 per cent confidence level, on a modified Kendalt&sst as im-

plemented imSuURv. This result is consistent with the correlation

found by H98 in a sample with substantially fewer upper lgmit

4.3.3 Correlation between core and straight jet prominence
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Figure 24. The straight jet prominencey;, plotted against. Vertical bars
indicate errors, arrows indicate upper limits.
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Figure 25. The straight jet prominence, plotted against the source lumi-
nosity at 178 MHzPy7g. Vertical bars indicate errors, arrows indicate upper
limits.

Table 10. The median straight jet prominence for detected jets only,
< p; >, for each of the spectral class distributions.

Spectralclass < p; > /10 > Spectral class <p >/103
o) 0.930 NLRG, higiP17amis 0.134
B 0.936 NLRG, I0WP1 78MHz 0.440
Q and BLRG 0.930 NLRG 0.351
LERG 0.690 BLRG and lowPy 7gMHz 0.619

5 HOTSPOTS

5.1 Hotspot prominence and size

5.1.1 Observing effects

A summary of hotspot detections in the sample (as definedéy th

hotspot criteria in sectidn 2.2.6) is given in Table 6. Frdws table
it can be seen that 58 per cent of sources have one hotspateer |

and 34 per cent have at least one lobe with more than one hotspo

feature. Only 9 sources have one lobe that lacks a hotspbgran
1 source of the 98 lacks hotspots entirely. Observationsafces
with a single bright, compact hotspot had led to the suggestiat
hotspots corresponded to enhanced emission associatedheit
beam termination shock, but as multiple features are oftésoted
at high resolution, this interpretation is too simplistitowever, it
is still thought that the hotspots correspond to shocks aear the
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Figure 26. The core prominencey, for the entire sample plotted against
the source luminosity at 178 MHP; 7, binned by straight jet detection sta-
tus. Filled circles: at least one definite jet detected, apetes: no definite
jet detected but at least one possible jet, diagonal crasgetrieature de-
tected. Vertical bars indicate errors, arrows indicateaufimits. Green: low
excitation radio galaxies, blue: narrow line radio galaximagenta: broad
line radio galaxies and red: quasars (on-line colour vajsio
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Figure 27. The core prominencey., for the NLRGs plotted against the
source luminosity at 178 MH#£;7g, binned by straight jet detection status.
Filled circles: at least one definite jet detected, operastamo definite jet
detected but at least one possible jet, diagonal crosst fegjiire detected.
Vertical bars indicate errors, arrows indicate upper Bm@reen: low exci-
tation radio galaxies, blue: narrow line radio galaxiesgemda: broad line
radio galaxies and red: quasars (on-line colour version).
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Figure 28. Jet prominence of definite and possible straight jgtsplotted
against core prominenceg, for all spectral classes. Vertical bars indicate
errors, arrows indicate upper limits. Green: low excitatiadio galaxies,
blue: narrow line radio galaxies, magenta: broad line ragitaxies and
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beam termination, although the exact relation betweenhbkerved
emission and the physical structure is not understood.

19

Binning using luminosity (with cutoff:) gives evidence of a dif-
ference in the high and low power sources also as a K-S test sug

From the sample sources mapped at more than one resolutiongests that they are different at the 93 per cent confidenet [Ekie

it can be seen that hotspot features generally appear nfarsedat
the lower resolution, with a larger size fitted by JMFIT. Taftect
of observing resolution on apparent hotspot size can betitan
tively considered by making use of the fractional hotspoe si;,,
defined in sectioh 2.2.6. In Filg. 29 we plfi against the effective
observing resolution for all sources in the sample; frors flgure
it can be seen that relatively smaller hotspots are indesataed
with sources observed at relatively higher resolution.

The larger the region that is identified as the hotspot (that i
the higherfy, is) the greater the hotspot prominence may potentially
be, as more flux is included in the hotspot flux measuremelawif
observing resolution results in larger hotspots, this nzase a bias
for more prominent hotspots, if more lobe emission is inetiich
the hotspot measurement. Hig] 30 plots hotspot prominegaiest
fn, and it can be seen that sources with larfecorrespond with
higher prominence; very approximateby, O fﬁ, though forfy, <
0.1 there is little correlation between the two quantities.

We conclude that hotspot properties are strongly affected b
observing resolution and that this is difficult to compeastatr.
This should be borne in mind when considering the followiag r
sults.

5.1.2 Trends with Prg, z and size

No apparent trends in the sample can be seen in the plotssyfdiot
prominence, binned by high-resolution effective obsegwiesolu-
tion, against, P;7gandLLS; in Figs[31 td_3B respectively. Various
authors, including H98 and Kharb et al. (2008), have founiya s
nificant correlation between lobe linear size and hotspzeat, svhich

is also apparent in our data (Figl34). The correlation seee as
determined by Kendall's coefficient is significant above the 99.9
per cent confidence limit.

However, it can be noted that there are serious potential bi-
ases in the hotspot-size lobe-size correlation resulgrgthat the
observing resolution used is also strongly correlated withrce
angular size. One way of circumventing this is to comparspuit
data from a single map. In Fig. 135 we plot thactional sizes ()
of the primary hotspot in each lobe against each other. Itile
fractional hotspot sizes were uncorrelated, this wouldyesgthat
there is no tendency for the hotspots to ‘know about’ thedine
size of the source, while a strong correlation would be «test
with the notion that the hotspot size is proportional to letze and
support the hypothesis of self-similarity in the lobe. Wedfthat
the Kendall'st test shows a correlation significant above the 99.9
per cent confidence level. Thus there is some support in ttee da
for a real physical correlation between hotspot and lobe. die
also note that the hotspot size-linear size correlatiotilishgghly
significant if we consider only the subsample of objects (app
imately half of the total) that are observed with more tha® 10
restoring beams across the source. A correlation betwetspdto
and lobe size supports models of self-similarity in whioh bleam’s
working surface maintains pressure balance as it exteratsé(bo
& O'Dea, 2002).

difference appears to be in the sense that the more poveerailer
sources have a broader distribution of hotspot fractioizal. §his
may well simply be an observational effect: many of the sesirc
with the largest fractional hotspot size are a) small, b) qrdu
and c) observed at low effective resolution. We cannot ditagng
conclusions about self-similarity from these results.

5.1.3 Beaming and unification

If beaming affects the observed hotspot prominence then the
brighter hotspot might be expected to be correlated witlstizght

jet side. The most compact feature may also show such a aerrel
tion, if the approaching and receding hotspot emissioresponds

to a different physical region within the flow. Laing (1989)gs
gested such a model, whereby the approaching hotspot emissi
originated in a region of higheB flow, closer to the core of the
beam. The model predicted that the most compact hotspotdwoul
be correlated with the jet side.

In our analysis we consider the ratio fif in each lobe rather
than the hotspot size alone and both this ratio and the qones
ing flux ratio are defined by taking the ratio of the straigltsigle
measurement to that of the counterjet. The hotspot size weili
therefore be less than one if the most relatively compactpudt
is on the jet side and the hotspot flux ratio will be more thaa on
if the more prominent hotspot is on the jet side. The hotspot fl
and f,, ratios as defined by jet side are plotted against sourcersize i
Fig.[38 and 3l7. As not all sources have a straight jet detettiis
introduces a bias when we consider the data quantitativelytigs
should be borne in mind.

We find that there are no significant tendencies for brighter
hotspots to be found on the jet side, for any spectral class-H
ever, thefy, data suggest that the more relatively compact hotspot
is correlated with the jet side in quasars: 10/11 jetted Qe ltiae
more compact hotspot on the jet side, a result significamies®9.4
per cent level on a binomial test.

5.2 Hotspot recession
5.2.1 Observing resolution

The effect of observing resolution on the measured hotspot r
cession has been addressed by the application of a resslutio
correction factor (G99) as discussed in secfion 2.2.1. dbirec-
tion factor should ensure that the hotspot recession paeameill

be 1 for hotspots located at the lobe extremity.

5.2.2 Trends with Pg, z and size

¢, the source hotspot recession parameter (defined in sBECHO),

In section[ 3.2 we suggested that there was some evidenceis plotted against redshift, source luminosity and size igs B8

that theRgyy distribution is consistent with self-similar source ex-
pansion on smaller scales. Considering the sample by lgjrwmith
respect to size, using a cutoff bf S = 200 kpc as before, there
is a difference in thd}, distributions of the small and large sources
significant above the 99.9 per cent confidence level on a KsS te

to [40 respectively. There is no significant tendency for aigh
luminosity sources to be more recessed, but a K-S test lyrthim
sample using a divide of 200 kpc does indicate that smalleices
are more recessed with significance at the 99.7 per cent eoicid
level.
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5.2.3 Unification

For sources not lying close to the plane of the sky geomefric e
fects may cause a hotspot that is intrinsically positionedrrihe
lobe edge to appear set back in the lobe. Thus orientatiectsff
may contribute to the observed rangelinGilbert (2001) consid-
ered hotspot recession for the sub-sample of sourceszwitB.5.
Sources were modelled as an expanding ellipse with a Gaussia
emission density, which was rotated with respect to therobss
line-of-sight. Taking different expansion speeds (inte talativis-

tic regime) and different orientations the model was coregan
the data by predicting number counts for recessed sourdeerG
concluded that effects other than simple geometric effeots
tributed to the observed recession distribution. Arounghdi5cent

of sources were expected to haye: 0.9 from the model when in
fact 26 per cent of his sample were observed to have this eegre
of recession. Furthermore, only around 3 per cent of sowess
predicted to show strong recession, witk: 0.8, whereas close to
13 per cent does. When we consider our current sample, 32per ¢
of sources (including all spectral classes) have0.9 while 10 per
cent have, < 0.8. The conclusion that effects other than simple ge-
ometric effects from source orientation contribute to theesved
hotspot recession is thus valid for our sample too.

A W-M-W test comparing the Qs and high-luminosity NLRGs
shows that the difference in medigrbetween the spectral classes
is not significant, although a K-S test shows a differencééndis-
tributions for the samples at the 94.5 per cent level, ctesisvith
the observed broader spread of the Qs (Eigs 881lto 40) but figrma
not significant. There are no significant differences betwhbe low
luminosity spectral classes and there is no significanteeoy for
the straight jet side to be any more or less recessed thaoftte
counterjet.

6 DISCUSSION
6.1 Summary of results

Table[T1 contains a summary of all statistical results frbenpre-
ceding sections. The consequences of these for physicaimofl
FRII sources are discussed in the following sections.

6.2 Jets and evidence for beaming on kiloparsec scales

On kiloparsec scales, jets have been detected in 30 per €ent o
sources, with a further 34 per cent having a feature thataissél
fied as a possible jet. While observing resolution and seitgiare
clearly factors in jet detectability, we found that jets arere com-
monly detected in Qs and BLRGs, with more definite jets associ
ated with these classes than for the NLRGs of any lumindEitis

is consistent with the expectations from unification andntieg
models. Statistical tests taking into account the largebarmof up-
per limits on jet prominence show that the broad-line andavar
line objects have jet prominences that differ in the sengpeced
from beaming if the broad-line objects make smaller angigbe
line of sight.

Further evidence in support of beaming in the kpc-scale jets
is the correlation between core and jet prominence; we sthowe
that there are significantly more prominent cores in thosgcss
with a detected kpc-scale jet feature, while core prominend jet
prominence are correlated in our data even in the presengp-of
per limits. Since we know beaming is important in the coresnfr
VLBI observations of apparent superluminal motion (e.@ngus
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Figure 29.The fractional hotspot sizdy, plotted against the corresponding
high-resolution effective observing resolution.
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Figure 30. The hotspot prominencep, plotted against the fractional
hotspot sizefp.

1997; Hough et al. 2002), these results require beaming tmbe
portant in the kiloparsec-scale jets as well. In additioe, faund
that the Laing-Garrington effect, in which the less depiatat lobe

is correlated with the approaching (jet-side) lobe, is clei in the
sample for all jetted sources for which depolarization daeae
available. This was the case for 41 sources, 30 of which had th
jet side corresponding to the less depolarized lobe, sogmifion a
binomial test at the 99.8 per cent confidence level.

Thus the data strongly support the idea that the jets remain
relativistic on kpc scales. We will explore the implicatioaf our
measurements for bulk speeds in the jets and cores in a fudipes.

Some evidence was found for beaming effects in the hotspot
data, in that there was a tendency for the most compact hotspo
to be on the same side as the jet feature in quasars (parametri
ing hotspot compactness by the fractional hotspot size)sistent
with the results of Bridle et al. (1994). However, no cor@p
ing correlation between the jet side and the brighter hotegEs
found in any emission-line class, which is inconsistenhwilite re-
sults of Laing (1989). The data thus provide only limited [zon
to the idea that relativistic beaming plays an importang iialthe
appearance of hotspots: most likely the varied appeardrntese
features is dominated by the local conditions, with beamiaging
a secondary role.



Observed properties of FRIl quasars and radio galaxiesatz0 21

Table 11.Summary of statistical tests.

Proposition Conclusion  Details Section
Are high power sources statistically smaller? No W-M-W tasnhpared high and low luminosity sources sedfion 8.1.2
using a cutoff of 5 102 W Hz 1 sr 1, including
all sources. Null hypothesis only rejected at 86 per cent
confidence level.
Are Qs and BLRGs statistically smaller than No W-M-W test pamed Qs with high power NLRGs, and secfion 3.1.3
NLRGs of equivalent luminosity? BLRGs with low power NLR@dthough medians of Qs
and BLRGs lower, difference not significant. Null
hypothesis only rejected at 70 and 35 per cent confidence
level.
Are LERGs statistically smaller than BLRGs No W-M-W test quared LERGs with BLRGs and low power section 3.1.3
and low power NLRGs NLRGs. Null hypothesis only rejected at 12 per cent
confidence level.
Are lobes broader in sources observed at low Yes W-M-W tesipewed sources observed with 40 or fewer setion13.2.1
resolution? restoring beams acrog$ S; with those observed
at higher resolution. Significant above 99.9 per cent
confidence level.
Is there a systematic tendency towards loRgr Yes W-M-W test compared sources observed with 40 or fewer tiopd8.2.1
in sources observed at relatively low resolution? restpbieams acrodsLS; with those observed
at higher resolution. Significant above the 99.9 per cent
confidence level
Is there a significant difference in the No K-S test betweanas binned by 7g using a cutoff section 3.2.2
Rayx distribution across the of 5. 107 W Hz 1 sr 1, and binned by
power and redshift range? zusing a cutoff of 0.5, including all sources. Null hypotlsesnly
rejected at 4 and 22 per cent confidence levels respectively.
Is there a significant tendency towards lovRagk Yes W-M-W test compared small and large sources using a onEEP. 2
in smaller sources? cutoff of 100 kpc, including all sources. Significant
above 99.9 per cent confidence level.
Is there a significant tendency towards loviRagk Yes W-M-W test compared Qs with high power NLRGs. sedfion3.2
in Qs than in NLRGs? Significant at the 99.6 per cent confidence level.
Is there a significant tendency towards loviRagk No W-M-W test compared BLRGs with low power NLRGs. secfioR.3.
in BLRGs than in NLRGs? Null hypothesis only rejected at 86 per cent confidence
level.
Is there a significant tendency towards lower No W-M-W teshpared Qs with high-power NLRGs. sectfon 312.3
win Qs than in high-power NLRGs Null hypothesis only rejeca¢d8 per cent confidence level.
Is there a significant difference in the No K-S test comparE&G distribution with section 3.2.3
Rax distribution of LERGs compared that of combined BLRGs and power NLRGs. Null
to BLRGs and NLRGs? hypothesis only rejected at 64 per cent confidence level.
Is there a significant difference in thgpe No K-S test between sources binnedRys sectio 3.311
distribution across the power and size range? using a aoitsff 1078 W Hz~1 sr1, and binned by
LLS; using a cutoff of 200 kpc, including all sources. Null hypesfs
only rejected at 41 and 73 per cent confidence level respéctiv
Is there a significant tendency towards higkgge  Yes W-M-W test compared Qs with high power NLRGs. sedfion2.3
in Qs than in NLRGs? Significant at the 99.7 per cent confidence level.
Is there a significant tendency fRgpe No W-M-W test compared BLRGs with low power NLRGs. secfioB.3.
to be higher in BLRGs than in NLRGs? Null hypothesis only cad at 55 per cent confidence
level.
Is there a significant difference in thgpe No K-S test compared LERG distribution with section 3.3.2
distribution of LERGs compared to BLRGs that of combined Bdand low power NLRGs. Null
and NLRGs? hypothesis only rejected at 83 per cent confidence level.




22 L. M. Mullin, J. M. Riley and M. J. Hardcastle
Table[Td continued.

Proposition Conclusion  Details Section
Is there a significant tendency fg; to be Yes Binomial test shows tendency for BLRGs to have pesit sectiorf 3.3
positive in BLRGs? Xet Values; significant at the 96.5 per cent confidence level.
Is there a significant tendency fgg; to be No Binomial test shows no significant tendency for Qs, ctice3.3.2
positive in Qs, NLRGs and LERGs? NLRGs or LERGS to have p@siji; values; null hypothesis

only rejected at the 50, 20 and 19 per cent confidence levetogisely.
Is there a significant tendency fRg; to be No Binomial test suggests no significant tendency fallsm sectior 3.3.P
positive in smaller sources? sources to have positivg, values; null hypothesis

only rejected at 81 per cent confidence level.
Is there a significant difference in thg, No K-S test between sources binnedLys; using a cutoff of section 3.3.2
distribution across size range? 200 kpc, including all sesirNull hypothesis only rejected

at 77 per cent confidence level.
Is there a significant tendency toward lower Yes Peto-Rrenést compared high and low power sources section]4.2.1
pe in higher-power sources? using a cutoff of 80?6 W Hz~1 sr1, including all

sources. Significant at 99.5 per cent confidence level.
Is there a significant tendency toward lower No Peto-Preriést compared large and small sources using a séctioh 4.2.1
Pc in smaller sources? cutoff of LLS; = 200 kpc, including all sources.

Null hypothesis only rejected at 85 per cent confidence level
Is there a significant tendency toward lower Yes Peto-Rrenést compared large and small NLRG using a seLfion]4.2.1
pc in smaller NLRGs? cutoff of LLS; = 200 kpc. Null hypothesis rejected at 96.5

per cent confidence level.
Is there a significant tendency for the No Peto-Prentice test compared high and low-power souncisnd sectio 4.2.P

distribution to vary across the power, redshift and
size range?

Is there a significant tendency toward higher
pc in Qs than in NLRGs?

Is there a significant tendency toward higher
pc in BLRGs than in NLRGs?

Is there a significant tendency for the LERGs
pc distribution to differ?

Yes

Yes

No

Lat5x 1028 WHz 1srl atz=0.5 and al.LS = 200 kpc
including all sources. Null hypotheses only rejected at
77, 19 and 34 per cent confidence levels respectively.

Peto-Reetdst compared Qs and low power NLRGs.
Significant above 99.9 per cent confidence level.

Peto-Reetest compared BLRGs and low power
NLRGs. Significant at 97.4 per cenficemce level.

Peto-Prenést compared LERGs and BLRGs and low
power NLRGs. Null hypothesis only rejected at 34 per cent
confidence level.

sedfion ¥.3.1

seclion 4.3.1

seffion ¥.3.1

6.3 Source morphology

A significant trend irRax with source size is found across the sam-
ple (Sectioi 3.2]2). The observed rangeRif is much greater for
sources larger tharr 200 kpc. While observational effects were
found to be a source of bias in tRay data, with lowerR,x values

in sources observed at lower resolution, we concluded tieaténd
with source size does not result from such a bias but repiesen

real physical trend.

ever, numerical simulation has showed that the lateralresipa of
the source will slow as the cocoon comes into pressure balaito
the ambient medium and that this will occur in a typical seure-
fore it has grown to any considerable size (e.g., CarvalhdBe@
2002), a result consistent with the known X-ray propertitthe
environments of FRIIs (e.g. Hardcastle & Worrall 2000). g
data are consistent with the idea that radio sources in geger
through an early self-similar expansion phase whsgs approx-

imately constant on size scales of the order of the size ohtise
galaxy, after which lateral expansion slows d®g will increase as

the source continues to expand linearly.

We also found that Qs are significantly more asymmetric than
NLRGs. The data suggest environmental factors are a predomi
nant cause as there was no strong evidence for a contritfubion
relativistic effects, in contrast to the findings of ALOO. Wever,
stronger support for relativistic contributions to the BERjg; dis-

tribution despite the finding that the BLRGs are not signifiba

Early work on source expansion models assumed that the o-more asymmetric than the low-power NLRGs. The implicatifoms
coon would remain overpressured as the source evolvedhwhic nification are discussed below.

would result in self-similar expansion (e.g., Begelman &ffij
1989), but subsequently it was demonstrated that this wonlygl
be the case for sources in an ambient medium with a decreasing&4 Unification
density profile (e.g., Falle 1991; Kaiser & Alexander 19Hw-

is difficult to estimate.

We begin by noting that the classification of the sources théo
broad and narrow line types is dependent on high-qualitgtspe
For example, Laing et al. (1994) have shown that the claasifics
may change significantly with improved observations. Thesifi-
cations that we use are the best possible with the availaée dut
incorrect identification of some sources may introduce & tiat

The unification model for Qs, NLRGs and BLRGs makes a
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Table[Td continued.

Proposition Conclusion  Details Section
Is there a significant tendency toward higher Yes Peto-Reetest compared Qs and BLRGs with NLRGs. sedtion #.3.2
pj in Qs and BLRGs than in NLRGs? Significant at the 99.6 per cenfidence level.
Is there a tendency fqy to be Yes Linear regression gives Kendatl'sorrelation coefficient sectidn 4.3.3
correlated withpe? as 3.5, significant correlation above the 99.9 per cent cendiel level.
Do jetted sources have significantly more Yes Peto-Preteistecompared sources with definite or sediion 4#.3.3
prominent cores? possible jets to those with no jet detection. Significant

at 99.9 per cent confidence level.
Is there a tendency for the fractional hotspot Yes Linearaggjon gives Kendall's correlation coefficient as sectibn 5.2
size to be similar for each lobe within a source? 5.5, siganifi@bove 99.9 per cent confidence level.
Is there a significant difference in tHg Yes K-S test off}, binned byLLS; sectior[ 5.1.R
distribution across the size range? using cutoff of 200 kpeved difference above

99.9 per cent confidence level.
Is there a significant difference in tHg No K-S test off}, binned byP;7g using a sectioh 5.11.2
distribution across the luminosity range? cutoff of BPS W Hz 1 sr1

showed a difference significant at the 93.2 per cent

confidence level
Is there a tendency for the more compact hotspot Yes Binaesakhows relatively more compact hotspot tends selctibd 5.
in a source to be correlated with jet side in Qs? to be on theidet at the 99.4 per cent confidence level.
Is there a tendency for smaller sources to have lower Yes @613 significantly lower sectiof 5.23
source recession coefficients? in small source 99.7 per cent confidence level
Is there a tendency for Qs and BLRGs to have lower No W-M-Wadestpared Qs and high-power NLRGs and BLRGs se€fion]5.2.3
source recession coefficierg® and low-power NLRGs. Null hypothesis rejected at 74

and 84 per cent confidence level repectively.
Is there a significant difference in the distribution No KeSttcompared Qs and high-power NLRGs and BLRGs section 5.2.3

of { between different spectral classes?

and low-power NLR@H Hypothesis rejected at 94.5
and 81 per cent confidence level.

number of simple predictions. We expect Qs and BLRGs to be cores of a greater proportion of the NLRGs could be Doppler su
seen at smaller angles to the line of sight; this means tlet th pressed, as the angle to the observer’s line-of-sight nieddetect

should be more commonly associated with brighter, onedsiets
and brighter cores and should be statistically smallef \awer

Rax as a consequence. There is no expectation that lobe size asym

metries should be significantly different from class to slasless
source expansion speeds are relativistic in which case shanQ
BLRGs would be expected to appear more asymmetrical.

As discussed in Sectidn 6.2, Qs and BLRGs do have higher
detection rates for kpc-scale jets, consistent with theeetgtion
from unification. On the other hand, there is no significagnd for
either spectral class to have quantitatively brighter flets those
in the NLRG, but the effects of observing resolution and #igity
are not negligible and are difficult to account for.

The core prominence is found to be statistically higher in Qs
than in high power NLRGs (Sectién 4.8.1) though the results f
the much smaller sample of BLRGs and low-power NLRGs were
less clear-cut. In fact, we found that the core prominencllin
RGs decreased with increasing source luminosity, whicha@g
the quantitative difference between the high-luminosipgciral
classes and the lack of it between those at low luminositys Th
trend in the NLRG core prominence data is not obviously mtedi
from unification. However, we argued in Sectlon 413.1 that th
evidence that the higher-luminosity sources may have highe
clear bulk Lorentz factorsy, leading to greater Doppler suppres-
sion of core emission: if the parsec-scale bulk-flow spedédheo
emitting material are greater in the higher luminosity sesr the

beamed emission would be smaller. This would represent armin
modification to the standard unification picture.

Considering source morphology, we found the Qs to have sig-
nificantly lowerRgx values than the NLRGs (Sectibn 312.3). How-
ever, in unified models we expect this to be a result of primact
effects giving systematically lower source linear sizeg fdéund
no evidence that either Qs or BLRGs are significantly smtfian
the NLRGs. Although this could indicate that the statistjdawer
Rax values in Qs are a result of relatively broader lobes (unebege
in the unified model), this does not appear to be the case and we
concluded in sectioh 3.4.3 that the differenceRig between the
Qs and NLRGs was not inconsistent with projection effecigh w
smaller lobe sizes in Qs for a similar lobe width (FiYy. 9). Taet
that we did not obtain a similar result for the low-lumingsspec-
tral classes might indicate a real difference between tgk and
low luminosity classes, although there was no tren&4pacross
the luminosity or redshift range and we found that the low @ow
distribution is possibly more strongly affected by obsépral ef-
fects, with data from a few particularly small and large sesrob-
served at low resolution (Fig.1L0).

On the other hand, evidence for real differences in the Q en-
vironments is provided by the distribution of the fractibsepara-
tion difference as defined by the longer lokgpe (Sectior 3.3.R).
These data show that Qs are significantly more asymmetnicthiea
high power NLRGs. This is not expected from unification diec
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Figure 31. The hotspot prominencep,, of the primary hotspot plotted
againstz, binned by high-resolution effective observing resoluti®iag-
onal cross: effective observing resolution100, vertical cross: effective
observing resolutior< 100. Green: low excitation radio galaxies, blue: nar-
row line radio galaxies, magenta: broad line radio galaaie$red: quasars
(on-line colour version).
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Figure 32. The hotspot prominencey,, of the primary hotspot plotted
against the source luminosity, binned by high-resolutifiacéve observ-
ing resolution. Diagonal cross: effective observing resoh > 100, verti-
cal cross: effective observing resolutign100. Green: low excitation radio
galaxies, blue: narrow line radio galaxies, magenta: blioadradio galax-
ies and red: quasars (on-line colour version).
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Figure 33. The hotspot prominencep,, of the primary hotspot plotted
against the lobe size, binned by high-resolution effectibbserving reso-
lution. Diagonal cross: effective observing resolutisri00, vertical cross:
effective observing resolutiof 100. Green: low excitation radio galaxies,
blue: narrow line radio galaxies, magenta: broad line rgdiaxies and red:
guasars (on-line colour version).

100

LERG
= NLRG
*x BLRG
+Q

10

h (kpc)

1
100 1000

LLS, (kpc)

Figure 34.The linear hotspot sizé, plotted against the largest linear size
of the lobe,LLS. The dotted line has slope unity.
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Figure 35.The S lobe fractional hotspot siz,, plotted against the N lobe
fractional hotspot sizefy, . Green: low excitation radio galaxies, blue: nar-
row line radio galaxies, magenta: broad line radio galaaiered: quasars
(on-line colour version). The dotted line indicatig = fn,.

It could be consistent with the scheme if relativistic effewere
contributing to the observed lobe size asymmetry, whichld/oer
quire relativistic source advance speeds; however, asguthat
the kpc-scale jet indicates the approaching lobe and reidgfthe
fractional separation in terms of the jet-side lokg;, no signifi-
cant differences were found between any of the spectraetaso
that there is no evidence for the hypothesis that the greatan-
metry of the quasars is due to relativistic effects. Thintheggests
that the effect is environmental, though of course, as msbakces
have jets, thee; data do not include all sample sources and so will
be biased.

7 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

A large complete sample of FRII type radio sources has been
studied with high sensitivity, high resolution observasp allow-

ing standard models of unification and relativistic beantmde
tested. The sample consists of 98 sources from the 3CRR sampl
with z < 1, including 15 Qs, 11 BLRGs and 57 NLRGs, as well
as 15 LERGSs, and covers a large range in source luminosdsn(fr
5x 10?410 2x 10728 W Hz 1 sr-1 at 178 MHz). The high quality of
the maps has allowed a comprehensive search for trends emed co
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Figure 39. The source hotspot recession coefficiénplotted againsP; 7s.

Figure 37. The ratio of the fractional hotspot sizéy,, for the primary -
hotspot in each lobe as defined by jet side, plotted agaiadathest linear T
lobe sizeLLS;. The dotted line shows a ratio of unity. - B T AL A
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lations between source observables, with source sizes, raios, -
core, jet and hotspot properties measured from the sameveblse
data.

We have searched for differences in the distributions of the ©r . 1
various source observables with respect to the samplegeran
power, redshift and source size, and carried out tests opithe % BLRG
dictions of the standard model of unification and relatigiseam- ‘ -,
ing. These predictions are that Qs and BLRGs will be stati#i 10 100
smaller, with higher jet detection rates and brighter jets cores. LLS,
In addition, there is some weaker evidence that hotspotepties,
such as compactness, may be correlated with the jet sidehwhi
plies that there is continued relativistic flow in the hotspmions.

Some evidence for differences in the sample as a function of
luminosity were found:

.|
1000

Figure 40.The source hotspot recession coefficiénplotted againstLS;.

the environments of Qs and NLRGs at high radio luminosities,

« core prominence was found to decrease with source luminos- which would not be consistent with simple unification models

ity. We proposed that a greater proportion of higher lumityos
sources have higher parsec-scale bulk flow speeds and experi
stronger Doppler suppression: this can be accommodatechad-a
ification to standard unified models. e evidence for beaming on kiloparsec scales was found across
e Qs are found to be more asymmetric than the high power NL- the sample; jet detection rates as a function of source, das®la-

RGs and the evidence is that this is not due to relativisfieced; tion between core and jet prominence and detections of thggka
also no such difference is found between BLRGs and NLRGs Thi Garrington effect were all consistent with relativistieegs in the

is possible evidence that there is a systematic differeeteden kpc-scale jets.

The principal conclusionsonsistentwith the predictions of the
standard model can be summarized as follows.
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e cores were found to be statistically brighter in Qs and BLRGs
than in the corresponding NLRGSs, consistent with expemati

e Ryxvalues were found to be lower in Qs (although not BLRGS)
than those in the corresponding population of NLRG, coesist
with the expected projection effects.

A further result somewhat independent from the expectatidthe
standard model was that

o there is evidence from the distribution Bfyx that source de-
velopment has an initial phase where expansion is selfiairar
close to being so, possibly on the scale of the host galaXgrde
lateral expansion slows or ceases while the expansion dlmng
source axis continues.

We will consider the implications of our measurements for
guantitative estimates of the relativistic bulk speedsares and
jets in a future paper (Mullin & Hardcastle, in prep.).
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Table 12: Core and jet properties

Source Core prominence Jetside Jetprominence C'jet peoroe Fractional jet
name (x1000 (x1000 (x1000 position  length  termination
value error value error value error
4C12.03 <9 N 31 2 42 4 - 0.3223 0.3223
3C6.1 7.46 0.2 S <18.6 <1.0 - - -
3C16 0.23 0.010 N 3.6 0.2 24 0.2 0.0539 0.195 0.249
3C19 0.33 0.08 S 17 3 <230 0.642 0.29 0.93
3C20 3.3 0.6 N 7 5 <9.0 0.178 0.7421 0.921
3C22 6.54 0.2 N 4.2 0.9 <4.0 — 0.7568 0.7568
3C33 36.2 1 S 42 3 20 7 - 0.2611 0.2611
3C33.1 12.2 0.4 S 27.0 0.8 <37.0 — 0.5252 0.5252
3C34 1.04 0.03 N 7.3 0.2 1.1 o0.10 0.472  0.606 1.08
3C35 18.6 0.05 N <12 <15 - - -
3C41 1.2 0.04 S 13 0.6 <21.0 0.207 0.721 0.929
3C42 3.05 0.09 S <2438 <17.8 - - -
3C46 1.44 0.04 S 14 010 <5.9 0.20 0.39 0.59
3C47 66.8 2 S 12 2 <11 — 0.7238 0.7238
3C55 5.33 0.2 S 10 4 <36.0 - 0.291 0.291
3C61.1 2.2 0.07 N <58.2 <26.9 - - -
3C67 2.13 0.06 N 45 8 <1438 0.39 0.23 0.63
3C79 6.04 0.2 N <38 <1.3 - - -
3C98 6.10 0.2 N 50 20 <13.0 - 0.8676 0.8676
3C109 247 7 S 25 2 <8.8 0.6250  0.198 0.823
4C14.11 29.7 0.9 N 11 04 <110 0.7247 0.2543 0.9790
3C123 109 3 S <30.0 <21 - - -
3C132 4.1 0.2 S 3 2 <130 0.148  0.553 0.701
3C153 <0.5 S 10 5 8.0 0.2 0.21 0412 0.62
3C171 2.0 0.10 S 6.3 0.8 6.0 0.2 - 0.762 0.762
3C172 0.37 0.02 S <250 <3.6 - - -
3C173.1 9.64 0.3 N 21 010 <03 - 0.3739 0.3739
3C175 14.0 0.4 S 6.3 0.3 <10.6 — 0.6460 0.6460
3C175.1 1.1 0.08 S 75 10 <151 0.652 0.24 0.89
3C184 0.11 0.07 N <472 <374 - - -
3C184.1 6.0 0.5 N 3.9 0.7 <5.9 0.4354 0.3048 0.7401
DA240 273 8 S 83 10 <23.0 — 0.4248 0.4248
3C192 4.0 0.2 S 8.0 0.2 <3.2 0.765  0.150 0.915
3C196 11.8 0.4 S <584 <46.3 - - -
3C200 38.2 1 S 60 8 <1.0 - 0.7279 0.7279
4C14.27 11.4 0.3 N 16 3 6.1 0.9 — 0.4896 0.4896
3C207 539 20 S 190 10 <439 - 0.695 0.695
3C215 0.88 0.10 S 38.4 1 <28 - 0.8325 0.8325
3C217 0.69 0.02 N <123 <21 - - -
3C216 732 20 S <53 - - - -
3C219 51.6 2 S 56.5 0.3 21 010 0.0203 0.1677 0.188
3C220.1 26.9 0.8 N 36 010 <95 0.103 0.8071 0.910
3C220.3 <0.2 N <2.9 <15 - - -
3C223 8.50 0.3 N 10 4 6 9 0.6459 0.1899 0.8358
3C225B 1.3 0.10 N <42 <2.9 - - -
3C226 3.71 0.10 S <338 <3.1 - - -
4C73.08 7 1 S <615.3 <87.2 - - -
3C228 19.0 0.6 S 10.7 0.3 <15.0 0.141  0.316 0.457
3C234 34.5 1 N 10 8 <19.0 — 0.0965 0.0965
3C236 5170 X 1C? N 290 50 <61.9 0.00450 0.3860 0.390
4C74.16 1.61 0.05 S 9.7 1 <54 - 0.5702 0.5702
3C244.1 1 0.7 N 3.2 1 <134 0.7361  0.244 0.980
3C247 181 0.05 N <21 <1.6 - - -
3C249.1 70.7 2 N 35 5 <9.9 - 0.289 0.289
3C254 20.0 0.6 N <103 <6.3 - - -
3C263 161 5 S 39 5 <1.7 - 0.8970 0.8970
3C263.1 1.4 0.05 N <12 <0.5 - - -
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Table 12: Core and jet properties

Source Core prominence Jetside Jetprominence C'jet peoroe Fractional jet
name (x1000 (x1000 (x1000 position  length  termination
value error value error value error

3C265 2.78 0.08 N 48 1 <5.3 - 0.6910 0.6910
3C268.1 0.45 0.04 S <41 <1.9 - - -
3C268.3 1.2 0.09 S <250 <75 - - -
3C274.1 2.33 0.07 S 8 8 <20.9 — 0.7585 0.7585
3C275.1 209 6 N 30 20 <4.6 - 0.681 0.681
3C277.2 0.68 0.02 S 17 4 <22 - 0327 0.327
3C280 <0.7 S <138 <0.4 - - -
3C284 2.79 0.08 S <6.6 <2.8 - - -
3C285 6.49 0.2 N 7.8 1 <199 0.071 0.89 0.96
3C289 0.78 0.08 N <438 2 1 - - -
3C292 0.51 0.03 S <59 <3.9 - - -
3C295 3.64 0.10 N <230.5 <118.9 - - -
3C299 2.3 0.2 N <11.8 <21.2 - - -
3C300 6.20 0.2 N 24 0.10 <0.2 — 0.9148 0.9148
3C303 106 3 N 63.0 2 <130 - 0.5108 0.5108
3C319 <0.3 S <1.8 <0.10 - - -
3C321 23.1 0.7 N 15 1 - 0.00942 0.1258 0.135
3C325 10.1 0.3 N 5.8 09 <253 0.123  0.633 0.755
3C326 18.2 0.6 S <2153 <25.8 - - -
3C330 0.54 0.02 S <34.0 <215 - - -
3C334 86.8 3 S 17 1 0.2 0.2 — 0.5630 0.5630
3C336 21.3 0.6 S 7.7 0.7 <149 - 0.464 0.464
3C341 0.70 0.03 S 22 2 <7.4 - 0.438 0.438
3C337 0.34 0.03 S 32 010 <44 0.0876 0.6836 0.771
3C340 1.16 0.03 S <6.0 <3.6 - - -
3C349 24.2 0.7 S 031 004 <21 0.0826 0.0245 0.107
3C351 12.1 0.4 N 5.3 2 <0.9 — 0.0864 0.0864
3C352 3.38 0.10 N 8.9 0.7 <94 - 0542 0.542
3C381 4.70 0.10 N <29 <1.3 - - -
3C382 251 8 N 14 1 <1100.0 - 0.88 0.88
3C388 57.1 2 S 17 1 <5.3 - 0.661 0.661
3C390.3 733 20 N 20 10 <650.0 - 0.6298 0.6298
3C401 28.5 0.9 S 33.8 04 <57 — 0.8903 0.8903
3C427.1 0.89 0.03 N 20 10 <16.5 0.612 0.351 0.963
3C433 1.2 0.3 N 9.8 0.10 <8.3 - 0594 0.594
3C436 17.9 0.5 S 3.8 08 <03 0.101 0.7804 0.881
3C438 16.2 0.5 N 40 4 <9.8 - 0.757 0.757
3C441  <0.10 N 23 2 <10.4 - 0.787 0.787
3C452 126 4 S 13 2 9.0 2 0.7547 0.7547
3C455 <2.6 S <308 <18.1 - - -
3C457 2.32 0.07 S <54 <5.2 - - -

29
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Table 13: Hotspot properties

Source N hotspot properties S hotspot properties Recepsiperties
prominence size frac. size n prominence size frac. size n C o)
(x1000 (arcsec) (x1000 (arcsec)
4C12.03 13.7 19.88 0.1831 0.9587 18.5 33.03 0.2340 0.618@®145. 0.6452
3C6.1 5.53 0.25 0.017 0.9493 2.77 0.25 0.020 0.9665 0.9572 0181.
3C16 - - - 0881 42.9 13.3 0.562 1.027  0.926 1.17
3C19 0.5 0.17 0.049 1.12 0.42 0.1 0.04 0.838 0.988 0.746
3C20 3.3 0.18 0.0075 0.9670 1.9 0.20 0.0076 0.9926 0.9794 261.0
3C22 8.31 0.30 0.022 0.9762 8.97 0.39 0.032 0.8576 0.9206 789.8
3C33 0.979 0.63 0.0045 0.9865 104 1.0 0.0087 0.9829 0.9849 .99640
3C33.1 6.29 4.23 0.0507  0.978 1.07 8.16 0.0549 0.9758 0.977 .00 1
3C34 5.01 1.85 0.0794  0.966 0.511 0.57 0.025 1.01 0.988 1.05
3C35 0.64 - - 0.9355 0.53 8.90 0.0252 0.7511 0.8426 1.245
3C41 104 1.0 0.075 0.9701 24.7 0.53 0.047 1.040 1.003 1.072
3C42 4.54 0.42 0.031 1.040 7.87 24 0.17 1092 1.066 0.9528
3C46 142 1.2 0.012 0.92 0.958 2.34 0.034 0.99 0.95 11
3C47 0.029 221 0.0632 1.034 7.44 1.2 0.030 0.9815 0.9986 541.0
3C55 3.12 0.42 0.012 0.9903 0.559 0.21 0.0063 0.9734 0.9822 .9830
3C61.1 5.00 11.9 0.157 111 - - — 0.9882 1.04 1.12
3C67 25 0.08 0.04  0.882 35.2 0.12 0.088 0.785 0.844 0.890
3C79 0.683 0.80 0.020 1.013 0.541 0.51 0.0098 0.9792 0.9941 .0351
3C98 0.77 3.75 0.0269 0.9558 0.52 2.95 0.0216 0.9173 0.9368 .959D
3C109 1.65 1.31 0.0287 1.016 6.18 0.48 0.0097 0.9887 1.002 0271.
4C14.11 0.175 0.91 0.016 1.035 0.297 0.24 0.0043 0.6680 2P.85 0.6455
3C123 0.70 0.26 0.014 0.913 0.734 0.1 0.008 0941 0.928 0.970
3C132 3.44 0.17 0.015 1.002 1.4 0.33 0.030 0.9981  1.000 0.996
3C153 7.68 0.1 0.03 0.51 1.3 0.33 0.096 1.01 0.72 2.0
3C171 5.1 0.2 0.03  0.996 4.04 0.24 0.047 0.950 0.973 0.954
3C172 6.44 1.64 0.0357 1.01 1.60 0.34 0.0070  0.911  0.958 111
3C173.1 0.666 0.51 0.019 1.072 0.54 0.38 0.012 0.9886 1.024 .0841
3C175 3.62 0.46 0.021 1.003 0.358 0.47 0.015 1.007 1.006 60.99
3C175.1 4.10 0.14 0.032  0.982 1.93 0.11 0.032 0.814  0.907 300.8
3C184 0.601 0.07 0.02 0.974 6.86 0.08 0.04 0988 0.979 1.01
3C184.1 0.48 1.80 0.0170 0.9814 1.3 0.72 0.0092 0987 0984 011
DA240 22.2 19.81 0.02203 0.7572 0.28 46.25 0.04405 0.571 570.6 1.33
3C192 3.4 3.50 0.0319 0.9840 0.927 4.83 0.0522 1.01  0.994 210
3C196 11.7 0.24 0.094  0.902 15.7 0.57 0.15 0.840 0.865 1.07
3C200 3.30 0.55 0.050 0.55 1.66 1.33 0.0940 0.7375 0.65 0.74
4C14.27 7.01 12 0.053 0.9479 1.11 0.55 0.036 1.001 0.9694 0561.
3C207 3.71 0.94 0.16  0.925 4.05 0.53 0.075 0.958 0.943 0.965
3C215 5.53 5.30 0.203 0.8588 0.832 1.36 0.0982 0.9978 0.9076 1.162
3C217 9.28 - - 1.00 4.37 0.29 0.079 0911 0.976 0.911
3C216 8.46 0.34 0.37 0.94 1.21 0.17 0.082 0.78 0.85 1.2
3C219 0.047 0.68 0.0073 0.8405 1.23 2.40 0.0244 0.8870 0.866 0.9476
3C220.1 0.947 0.38 0.026 1.009 0.153 0.33 0.019 0.9323 D.967 1.082
3C220.3 3.23 0.71 0.17  0.800 0.890 0.81 0.14 0911 0.863 80.87
3C223 0.61 2.40 0.0155 0.9236 0.4 4.00 0.0266 0.9883 0.9558 .0701
3C225B 7.37 0.13 0.062  0.930 4.42 0.29 0.10 1.05 1.00 0.886
3C226 0.479 0.31 0.014 1.017 5.89 0.48 0.027 0.8560 0.9297 1891.
4C73.08 1.07 24.17 0.04114 0.3239 12.9 32.66 0.07814 0.9323843 2.879
3C228 4.44 0.48 0.019 0.9214 4.79 0.42 0.019 1.033 0.9719 2111
3C234 154 0.35 0.0055 1.007 14 0.54 0.017 1.031 1.015 1.024
3C236 - - - 0.9141 451 2477  0.01722 0.9966 0.9597 0.9172
4C74.16 6.64 12 0.048 0.9948 0.979 0.53 0.030 0.8880 0.95240.8927
3C244.1 8.93 0.34 0.013 1.009 0.335 0.20 0.0081 0.7867 6.904 0.7798
3C247 12,5 0.28 0.048 1.00 25.1 0.38 0.046 0.989  0.995 1.01
3C249.1 5.70 0.36 0.012 1.74 11.6 1.17 0.0615 0.7924 1.05 9 21
3C254 7.41 0.53 0.042 0.9199 7.72 0.47 0.10 0.877 0.913 0.954
3C263 1.26 0.44 0.013 0.8526 22.3 0.30 0.018 1.001 0.9025 741.1
3C263.1 7.30 0.23 0.087  0.937 5.20 0.04 0.007 0.584 0.692 016
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Table 13: Hotspot properties

Source N hotspot properties S hotspot properties Recepsiperties
prominence size frac. size n prominence size frac. size n C o)
(x1000 (arcsec) (x1000 (arcsec)
3C265 3.80 0.90 0.019 0.7714 6.87 0.70 0.023 0.9823 0.8564 2731.
3C268.1 48.2 0.28 0.012 0.9945 1.71 0.35 0.019 0.9484 0.97390.9536
3C268.3 43.5 0.1 0.2 0.67 23.4 0.19 0.15 0.869 0.81 0.77
3C274.1 5.83 4.54 0.0512 0.8866 3.03 6.21 0.0802 0.9375 00.91 1.057
3C275.1 5.26 0.36 0.030 0.804 6.37 0.64 0.095 0.960 0.861 911
3C277.2 1.43 17 0.040 0.9439 8.13 0.33 0.020 0.9976 0.9595 .0571
3C280 0.700 0.06 0.006  0.594 2.99 0.24 0.032 0.849 0.711 143
3C284 0.983 2.02 0.0184 0.9756 2.55 0.92 0.012 1.011 0.9900 .0361
3C285 2.43 8.55 0.11 0.79 3.38 14.74 0.152 0.91 0.86 0.86
3C289 - - - 0.963 8.72 0.1 0.02 0971 0.967 1.01
3C292 1.02 3.48 0.0554 0.9195 6.10 154 0.0220 0.9921 0.9586 0.9268
3C295 10.1 0.15 0.062 0.841 11.4 0.28 0.083 0.840 0.840 1.00
3C299 17.0 0.1 0.04  0.980 0.82 0.07 0.009 0.977 0.978 1.00
3C300 0.05 0.30 0.0044  1.027 1.3 0.35 0.012 1.068 1.039 1.039
3C303 21.6 1.40 0.0504  0.648 0.17 0.70 0.034 1.00 0.786 1.54
3C319 1.1 1.1 0.024 1.006 - - — 0.8832 0.9397 1.139
3C321 3.84 3.16 0.0213 1.000 16.0 151 0.0101 0.9349 0.9677 .9349
3C325 0.0099 0.18 0.017 0.894 10.6 0.26 0.034 0.883 0.890 880.9
3C326 - - — 0.9827 5.64 60.16  0.08020 0.9094 0.9348 1.081
3C330 0.019 0.79 0.026 0.9817 3.03 0.29 0.0092 1.032 1.007 9510.
3C334 1.61 1.7 0.053 0.8915 1.24 0.70 0.031 0.9256 0.9049 381.0
3C336 19.3 1.0 0.069 1.005 251 0.41 0.039 0.654 0.862 0.650
3C341 - - - 0.867 - - - 0938 0.897 1.08
3C337 5.54 0.56 0.019 1.042 8.84 0.23 0.015 0.9342 1.004 68.89
3C340 4.42 1.1 0.048 0.9865 5.51 0.39 0.019 1.035 1.009 1.049
3C349 0.26 0.40 0.0099 1.006 5.9 0.56 0.012 0.9721 0.9884 351.0
3C351 8.36 0.22 0.0081 0.9937 0.264 1.2 0.033 1.013 1.005 80D.9
3C352 6.54 0.50 0.070  0.699 - - - 0989 0.839 141
3C381 0.48 0.18 0.0055 0.9911 0.37 0.60 0.015 0.9631 0.9761 .0291
3C382 21 2.10 0.024 0.97 0.37 2.20 0.024 0.96 0.97 0.98
3C388 2.29 1.15 0.0410 0.719 9.66 5.34 0.237 0.800 0.758 111
3C390.3 4.12 5.78 0.0447 0.9846 15.6 4.61 0.0504  0.983  0.984 0.998
3C401 0.2 0.50 0.045  0.825 0.2 0.40 0.031 0.9351 0.884 0.882
3C427.1 0.873 0.40 0.032  0.930 0.885 0.30 0.021 0697 0806 .33 1
3C433 - - - 0.793 0.10 0.60 0.018 0.17 0.43 4.8
3C436 0.72 2.28 0.0394 0.9803 0.800 0.39 0.0077 0.8948 ©.941 0.9128
3C438 0.07 0.20 0.017 0.9454 0.04 0.20 0.019 0.830 0.890 80.87
3C441 6.17 0.32 0.029 0.715 4.00 1.99 0.0780 0.973  0.899 50.73
3C452 0.3 2.35 0.0172  0.9969 0.51 0.92 0.0064 0.8857 0.9389 .1251
3C455 17.2 0.66 0.46 0.63 25.5 0.74 0.27  0.773 0.73 0.82

3C457 1.59 2.58 0.0242 0.9604 1.37 0.71 0.0070 0.9587 0.9596 0.9982
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Table 14: Lobe properties

Source North lobe South lobe Xobe
LLS I RC fi Rax LLS | RC fi Rax
(kpc)  (kpc)  (kpc) (kpc)  (kpc)  (kpc)

4C12.03 293.3 293.3 16.5 1.00 2,511 381.2 2157 8.26 1.00 562.8 0.1304
3C6.1 111.4 1114 9.08 0.89 287 95.62 95.62 8.78 0.83 2.3807680
3C16 284 284 13.5 0.98 3.23 128.6 128.6 20.3 1.00 1.58 0.377
3C19 21.2 20.5 2.8 1.00 1.57 18.7 18.4 3.6 1.00 1.57 0.0629
3C20 72.83 7150 5.02 1.00 1.871 77.76 67.63 4.87 1.00 2.52003205
3C22 109.9 109.1 6.5 051 4.06 96.30 96.30 7.3 0.48 1.83 0365
3C33 159.4 159.4 1.64 0.26 493 132.6 1326 1.64 0.29 3.640091109
3C33.1 254 254 12.7 1.00 129 4528 436.8 9.54 0.94 2.81 0.281
3C34 165 165 8.5 0.98 2.22 162 151 8.88 1.00 2.9 0.00953
3C35 447.7 447.7 60.81 1.00 1.360 457.0 454.1 4849 1.00 81.49.01032
3C41 99.87 95.15 7.87 0.75 249 8496 84.96 8.69 1.00 1.81 80680
3C42 74.01 74.01 20.8 1.00 187 7598 75.98 20.8 0.98 1.01301305
3C46 588 588 12.3 0.83 4.7 390 390 19.4 0.83 2.9 0.20
3C47 194.8 105.7 6.80 0.83 1.410 229.4 2194 12.0 0.70 1.741.081403
3C55 2615 261.5 109 0.85 6.46 248.1 238.3 44 0.88 5.74 68402
3C61.1 236 236 13.1 1.00 442 3273 3273 139 1.00 3.35 0.162
3C67 9.25 9.25 0.3 1.00 2.03 5.93 5.93 0.4 100 0.942 0.219
3C79 160.0 160.0 11.3 1.00 1585 206.2 206.2 11.0 0.99 2.324 .126D
3C98 85.38 85.38 1.37 1.00 1.992 83.62 83.62 0.43 0.99 2.56101000
3C109 206.2 206.2 16.0 0.77 2.183 223.8 223.8 18.3 1.00 2.38804081
4C14.11 188.2 188.2 12.4  0.99 1.972 186.6 186.6 10.1 0.99 172.80.004324
3C123 62.30 28.7 3.81 0.58 1.077 47.85 34.43 4.62 0.73 0.9483.1312
3C132 39.85 39.85 25 1.00 5.07 37.56 37.56 24 0.82 1.59 9692
3C153 20 20 11 0.57 14 14.3 14.3 1.6 1.00 1.73 0.16
3C171 18.8 18.6 29 1.00 0.596 19.1 18.3 28 096 0.335 03079
3C172 285 285 23.3 0.70 2.53 299 299 146 0.74 4.00 0.0246
3C173.1 119.3 106.4 9.05 1.00 2460 141.3 141.3 9.79 0.83 361.8 0.08472
3C175 159.9 159.9 9.77 0.58 247 2323 2144 10.8 0.44 3.42 1846.
3C175.1 33.9 33.9 43 0.59 2.39 27.0 27.0 43 0.72 1.58 0.113
3C184 24.2 24.2 46 1.00 1.78 13.4 13.4 46 0.84 1.11 0.289
3C184.1 226.4 226.4 5.01 0.87 5.36 169 169 5.01 0.88 3.69 40.14
DA240 636.5 636.5 17.02 0.88 1.163 743.4 7434 850 0.89 2.46.07744
3C192 126.8 126.8 3.17 0.83 5.23 107 107 23 0.98 3.43 0.0851
3C196 19.7 19.7 42 0.81 0.490 28.5 28.5 39 0.86 0.636 0.183
3C200 64.34 63.64 1.3 0.97 1.6 8231 80.22 2.2 0.60 2.12 6.122
4C14.27 1171 1171 6.74 0.99 3.64 80.35 80.35 6.47 1.00 41.510.1860
3C207 40.7 40.6 3.3 052 2.13 50.1 473 3.0 0.59 1.65 0.104
3C215 1429 139.6 43 1.00 1.301 75.65 75.65 6.28 1.00 0.4254€.3078
3C217 75.75 75.05 42 0.73 5.93 27.9 27.9 3.9 0.98 1.36 0.461
3C216 6.45 6.24 1.7 1.00 0.829 14.9 8.20 1.2 1.00 2.4 0.397
3C219 275.0 240.0 21 0.89 1597 2911 291.1 21 0.92 3.49102848
3C220.1 98.49 98.49 10.1 0.79 1.77 1179 1174 889 0.71 61.550.08966
3C220.3 30.5 30.5 26 1.00 1.02 39.7 39.7 2.8 0.56 1.26 0.132
3C223 3746 368.1 479 0.77 3.915 363.8 363.8 5.66 0.55 3.93801461
3C225B 13.8 13.2 41 0.73 1.40 18.9 18.6 3.8 0.60 1.95 0.155
3C226 165.9 113.3 8.55 0.83 1.440 1346 134.6 8.55 0.99 2.21 ..1040
4C73.08 661.1 516.2 23.86 0.80 1371 470.3 386.1 44.64 1.00758 0.1687
3C228 163.6 163.6 119 0.76 3.89 1438 136.4 119 0.92 2.156.06488
3C234 199.2 199.2 10.1 1.00 5.711 95.87 95.87 10.7 0.98 4.95 .3500
3C236 1746 1746 87.66 0.78 2932 2628 2151 1114 0.64 7.880 201®.
4C74.16 188.4 1884 11.3 0.93 3.85 133.7 123.9 106 1.00 61.72 0.1699
3C244.1 152.0 152.0 7.16 0.75 5.00 137.3 134.3 6.10 0.91 5.20.05086
3C247 431  43.1 42 0.59 5.29 60.9 60.9 43 0.50 5.33 0.172
3C249.1 136.0 321 7.58 1.00 1.752 86.43 86.43 489 0.97 51.53 0.2229
3C254 92.66 92.66 3.0 0.33 - 333 16.6 3.1 1.00 1.33 0.472
3C263 226.5 226.5 8.81 0.49 5.78 1145 1145 12.2 1.00 1.518 .3280
3C263.1 20.5 20.5 3.8 0.67 156 46.7 46.7 2.8 0.90 2.71 0.391
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Table 14: Lobe properties

Source North lobe South lobe Xobe
LLS I RC fi Rax LLS | RC fi Rax
(kpc)  (kpc)  (kpc) (kpc)  (kpc)  (kpc)

3C265 350.0 347.7 8.45 0.56 6.96 234.6 234.6 126 0.75 4.31 1970.
3C268.1 188.0 188.0 129 0.54 8.59 1510 151.0 10.1 0.44 4.220.1091
3C268.3 2.6 2.6 0.4 0.76 14 6.51 6.26 0.4 0.50 3.1 0.43
3C274.1 491.0 491.0 19 0381 5.113 429.8 4234 5,55 0.82 64.190.06652
3C275.1 78.46 75.42 1.4 1.00 8.11 43.0 43.0 21 0.71 1.76 20.29
3C277.2 315.2 300.3 7.84 0.56 5.90 123.6 123.6 12.0 0.85 2.19.4367
3C280 75.37 70.4 46 0.83 1.22 59.4 59.4 3.4 0.67 1.38 0.118
3C284 4157 4157 22.4 0.96 3.659 2849 284.9 234 095 2.508.1867
3C285 120 110 7.72 1.00 1.3 145 145 8.25 0.96 11 0.094
3C289 435 435 42 0.73 2.41 40.9 409 46 0.70 2.18 0.0301
3C292 4505 432.3 5.7 0.50 - 5025 5025 9.49 0.21 — 0.05459
3C295 13.6 13.6 1.2 0.96 1.13 19.7 19.7 1.2 0.74 1.23 0.186
3C299 15.3 14.9 3.1 0.80 1.80 445 445 2.8 0.36 - 0.487
3C300 284.5 2845 195 1.00 4562 117.3 1095 269 1.00 1.203.4162
3C303 69.01 64.8 - - 1.36 51.63 42.0 - — 0.9881 0.1440
3C319 156.2 156.2 8.95 1.00 1.955 183.9 183.9 25 0.83 3.636.08186
3C321 264.3 264.3 - - - 266.8 259.5 - 0.5 — 0.004689
3C325 81.40 81.40 44 1.00 4.19 58.6 58.6 45 0.97 1.81 0.162
3C326 688.2 665.8 72.84 0.87 1.087 1253 1253 76.42 1.00 5.6510.2910
3C330 195.8 195.8 26.3 0.55 3.52 202.7 2027 23.6 0.77 3.3901782
3C334 207.1 197.7 9.08 0.61 2546 1472 128.2 7.41 0.65 1.2410.1690
3C336 119.2 1192 13.0 1.00 3.20 82.17 82.17 8.80 1.00 1.33 1840.
3C341 258 258 10.6 1.00 5.4 191 191 12.2  1.00 4.3 0.149
3C337 197.5 1975 10.8 0.76 3.12 109.7 107.3 114 1.00 1.66 2860.
3C340 174.0 170.7 10.8 0.82 3.10 153.1 1531 12.0 0.80 2.4406403
3C349 136.1 136.1 129 0.98 3.539 150.8 150.8 150 1.00 2.61405125
3C351 138.8 129.7 241 1.00 0.7257 186.7 186.7 170 1.00 31.830.1471
3C352 53.7 49.8 4.1 0.66 1.36 473 465 42 0.89 1.93 0.0641
3C381 93.65 93.65 7.08 0.90 1.824 108.7 108.7 586 0.83 2.50207434
3C382 99 99 0.78 1.00 2.4 100 96 0.43 0.46 1.7 0.018
3C388 47.2 37.4 - - 2.31 38.1 34.7 - - 1.47 0.107
3C390.3 1424 1424 365 0.85 3.658 101 101 414 0.70 1.33 700.1
3C401 36.90 36.27 1.7 1.00 157 4286 42.86 20 0.85 1.82 4097
3C427.1 82.2 82.2 41 0.73 25 95.5 93.8 29 0.64 3.7 0.0747
3C433 75.8 4438 0.47 0.5 5.4 60.7 60.7 0.47 1.0 2.40 0.111
3C436 201.4 201.4 9.58 0.99 2.262 173.2 166.6 9.58 1.00 2.131.07523
3C438 51.12 48.64 7.31 0.98 147 4490 44.90 7.31 1.00 1.39064109
3C441 78.39 7272 6.5 1.00 1.22 183 183 7.90 0.75 3.22 0.400
3C452 208.8 199.4 4.88 1.00 2.385 2188 217.5 3.58 0.99 2.559.02324
3C455 9.04 9.04 3.7 1.00 0.568 17.7 17.7 3.6 1.00 1.29 0.324
3C457 596.0 558.1 5.3 0.56 5.004 567.8 536.5 49 047 3.74502428
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