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ABSTRACT

We present multi-frequency and high-resolution studies of a sample of 24 radio transients sources discovered
by comparing the NRAO VLA Sky Survey (NVSS) and Very Large Array Sky Survey (VLASS) surveys. All
of them are characterized by a significant increase in radio flux density over the last two decades. Their convex
spectra, small sizes and high brightness temperatures are typical for young gigahertz-peaked spectrum (GPS)
radio sources and indicative of an AGN buried in the host galaxy. On the other hand, they are much weaker than
the archetypical GPS objects and their parsec-scale radio structures, although indicating the presence of young
radio jets, are similar to radio-quiet AGNs like Seyfert and low-ionization nuclear emission-line region (LINER)
galaxies. Based on the distribution of these objects in power−size (P − D) and peak frequency−size (νp − D)
diagrams, we suggest that after stabilizing their radio activity, some of the GHz-peaked radio transients (galaxies
and quasars) will develop into radio-intermediate and radio-quiet (RI/RQ) quasars and low-frequency peaked-
spectrum (PS) objects. We discuss several possible origins for the transient radio emission in our sources and
conclude that changes in the accretion rate combined with low-power radio ejecta are the most probable cause.
This is the scenario we also propose for one of our sources, 101841−13, which was independently identified
as a candidate tidal disruption event (TDE) based on its infrared variability. However, we cannot exclude that
101841−13 or other sources in our sample are TDEs.

Keywords: galaxies: active – galaxies: evolution – galaxies: jets – (galaxies:) quasars: general

1. INTRODUCTION

Ultraviolet, optical and X-ray studies show that active
galactic nuclei (AGNs) may go through short phases of dra-
matic variability. Recent reports, in particular, show that
AGNs may brighten, fade, or change their spectral type, and
some may do so even more than once (Shapovalova et al.
2010; Denney et al. 2014; LaMassa et al. 2015; MacLeod
et al. 2016; Stern et al. 2017; Ruan et al. 2019). Such
changing-look AGNs show large changes in their X-ray
and/or optical brightness as a result of either variable obscu-
ration by an irregularly shaped torus (Storchi-Bergmann et al.
1993), a change of the accretion rate onto the central black
hole (Denney et al. 2014), or thermal changes in the inner ac-
cretion disk (Stern et al. 2018). In the latter two cases, which

are related to the source’s activity state, sources can gain
or lose broad emission lines in their UV/optical spectra and
the name changing-state AGNs is sometimes used (Graham
et al. 2020). It is beyond doubt that changing-state AGNs
are extremely useful for studying the evolution of AGNs.
They can also help us understand the radio jet production
process. However, in the radio range, analogous wide-field
time-domain studies were, until recently, very modest. New
possibilities were provided by the Caltech-NRAO Stripe 82
Survey (CNSS; Mooley et al. 2016, 2019) and the ongoing
Very Large Array Sky Survey (VLASS; Lacy et al. 2020a).

The multi-epoch CNSS survey carried out with the Jan-
sky VLA has facilitated an unbiased study of changing-state
sources for the first time at radio wavelengths. It has re-
sulted in the discovery of objects that appeared as new radio
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sources after > 5 − 20 years of absence (Mooley et al. 2016;
Kunert-Bajraszewska et al. 2020; Wołowska et al. 2021).
They are transient phenomena with respect to the Faint Im-
ages of the Radio Sky at Twenty Centimeters (FIRST) sur-
vey which, after the significant increase in radio luminosity,
have been classified as radio-loud objects. Moreover, in the
case of one of these sources, quasar 013815+00, the tran-
sition from radio-quiet to radio-loud phase coincided with
changes in its accretion disk luminosity, which has been in-
terpreted as a result of an enhancement in the supermas-
sive black hole (SMBH) accretion rate (Kunert-Bajraszewska
et al. 2020). More detailed, multi-frequency studies of these
switched-on radio sources revealed that they are character-
ized by convex spectra and compact morphologies, typical
of the well-known class of gigahertz-peaked spectrum (GPS)
sources which are indicative of the emergence of a newborn
young jet (Wołowska et al. 2021). The recent detection of
radio transient galaxies (Zhang et al. 2022) and changing-
state quasars (Nyland et al. 2020) from the VLASS survey
also supports this scenario. This links changing-state AGNs
and variable accretion onto SMBHs with episodic radio ac-
tivity (Reynolds & Begelman 1997; Kharb et al. 2006; Cz-
erny et al. 2009; Kunert-Bajraszewska et al. 2010; Wołowska
et al. 2017; Sullivan et al. 2024).

Radio sources with peaked spectra such as GPS and com-
pact steep spectrum (CSS) objects are considered progeni-
tors of large-scale radio sources with Fanaroff-Riley type I
(FRI) or type II (FRII) morphology (Fanaroff & Riley 1974).
In this model of evolution, GPS and CSS objects grow con-
tinuously in size and change their spectra to eventually be-
come massive galaxies (Fanti et al. 1990; Readhead et al.
1996; O’Dea & Baum 1997; Snellen et al. 2000; O’Dea &
Saikia 2021). However, statistical studies have revealed that
there is a significant excess of compact sources in compar-
ison to powerful, fully developed, luminous radio-galaxies
(O’Dea & Baum 1997; Sadler et al. 2014). There is also re-
cent evidence that some compact sources are in the fading
phase (Kunert-Bajraszewska et al. 2005, 2006; Orienti et al.
2010; Callingham et al. 2015). The proposed explanation for
these observations is intermittent radio activity on timescales
≲ 104 − 105 years, suggesting that many AGNs might be
short-lived objects (Reynolds & Begelman 1997). This ‘in-
complete’ life cycle scenario may apply for both low-power
sources (Kunert-Bajraszewska et al. 2010; Slob et al. 2022)
and high-luminosity sources (Readhead et al. 2024), whereby
the physical mechanism behind such short term activity is
still a topic of intense debate and may vary from source to
source. Among the proposed possibilities for initiating such
variability are radiation pressure instabilities within the ac-
cretion disk (Czerny et al. 2009) and tidal disruption events
(TDEs) of giant branch stars with masses ≳ 1M⊙ (Readhead
et al. 2024; Sullivan et al. 2024). Time-domain surveys of ra-

dio transients allow detection of this phenomenon and study
its origin, as well as probe possible evolution of new-born
radio jets.

In this paper we report on a sample of 24 slow radio tran-
sients discovered using the VLASS survey. They were unde-
tected in the NRAO VLA Sky Survey carried out in ∼ 1995
(NVSS; Condon et al. 1998), but discovered in VLASS to
have brightened dramatically over the last > 24 years. We
present multi-frequency and high-resolution observations of
these sources as well as discuss their nature.

Throughout this paper we assume a concordance cosmol-
ogy with H0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1, ΩM = 0.3 and ΩΛ = 0.7.
The radio spectral index α is defined as S ν ∝ να, where S ν is
the flux spectral density.

2. SAMPLE SELECTION

We used the observations from the first epoch of the
VLASS1 survey and compared them with the NVSS survey,
carried out at 1.4 GHz, in order to find possible new radio
sources (i.e., transient candidates) in VLASS. We retained
only those VLASS sources that: 1) are absent in the NVSS
catalog (that is, they have a flux density below 2.5 mJy), 2)
are point-like and have 3 GHz VLASS flux density ≥ 8 mJy
(i.e. implied spectral index α > 2, between 1.4 GHz and
3 GHz), 3) are coincident within 2 arcsec with the nucleus
of nearby galaxies having r < 20 mag based on visual in-
spection of Pan-STARRS optical images. The resulting radio
source list of 24 objects is given in Table 1. Four of these
objects have already been suggested as good candidates for
transient sources based on cross-correlations of FIRST and
VLASS observations (Zhang et al. 2022).

We then carefully inspected the NVSS images. For sev-
eral sources, we found radio emission at the source position
below the sensitivity limit of the NVSS catalog but above
the 3σ noise level. We did a similar analysis for the sub-
set of sources within the FIRST survey coverage. We used
the JMFIT task in the NRAO AIPS2 software to measure
the integrated flux for each source in the NVSS, FIRST and
VLASS images (Table 1). Thus far, VLASS has completed
three epochs of observations as of October 2024. The NVSS
and VLASS images of the 24 selected sources are presented
in Figure 1 and continued in Figure 14.

It is important to note that the VLASS Quick Look im-
ages that we used to measure the flux density of our sources
are not final data products, and therefore have a relatively
high measurement uncertainty (Lacy et al. 2020b). There-
fore, following the recommendations described in VLASS
Memo #13, we increased VLASS total flux densities by 10%
for all Epoch 1 observations and adopted a 10% measurement

1 https://archive-new.nrao.edu/vlass/
2 http://www.aips.nrao.edu
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uncertainty to the total flux densities for all VLASS observa-
tions. The resulting values are given in Table 1.

We have undertaken a multi-frequency follow-up cam-
paign for these 24 transient galaxies, including radio studies
at different resolution (this paper), as well as optical spectro-
scopic studies (forthcoming publication).

3. OBSERVATIONS AND CALCULATIONS

3.1. VLA observations

We conducted multi-frequency VLA observations of the
entire sample of 24 transient sources in two parts under
project codes: AK1064 (2.5 hours) and AK1084 (14.7
hours). The former was carried out for three sources
(024345−28, 031115+08 and 203909−30) in B configuration
in September 2021 using five receivers covering the spectral
range from 1000 to 16884 MHz (L, S, C, X, Ku). Obser-
vations for the remaining 21 objects (project AK1084) were
performed in C configuration using four receivers (L, S, C, X)
in the period from October to December 2022. The observ-
ing setup was the correlator with 16 (L, S and Ku-band) or 32
(C and X-band) spectral windows and 64 2-MHz-wide chan-
nels. We used 3C48 and 3C147 as the primary flux density
calibrators and phase calibrators chosen from the VLA cali-
brator manual were also observed. Detailed calibration and
processing of the VLA data was carried out using CASA3

software. In order to obtain broad spectral coverage while
maintaining high signal-to-noise ratio, ≤8 adjacent spectral
windows were averaged in each band to measure average flux
densities, resulting in four measurements of a flux density for
the C- and X-bands, and two measurements for the L-, S- and
Ku-bands for most objects. The final measurements with er-
ror estimations are shown in Figure 10 and listed in Table
4.

3.2. VLBA observations

VLBA X-band observations were conducted in the period
from August to December 2021 under the observation code
BK240. The sources were observed individually or in blocks
of two sources along with the phase calibrator and fringe-
finder. The integration time for a single source varied from
3 to 4 hours. The total time assigned to this project was
87 hours. Data reduction (including editing, amplitude cal-
ibration, instrumental phase corrections and fringe-fitting)
was performed with the standard procedure using the NRAO
AIPS software. After this stage the AIPS task IMAGR was
used to produce the final total intensity images, which are
presented in Figure 1 and continued in Figure 14. Most of

3 http://casa.nrao.edu

the sources turned out to be very compact at 8.7 GHz. Only
in the case of six sources did observations reveal more than
one radio component and for these objects the angular size is
calculated as the separation between the outermost compo-
nent peaks measured in the 8.7 GHz VLBA image. In other
cases, the largest angular size (LAS) is the same as the size
of the deconvolved major axis of the Gaussian fit to the sin-
gle source obtained using the task JMFIT (Table 1). More
detailed information about individual sources and their com-
ponents is presented in Table 5.

3.3. GMRT observations

To complement the spectra at low frequencies, sub-GHz
observations with the upgraded GMRT in Band-3 (250-500
MHz) and Band-4 (550-850 MHz) were carried out in the
period from June to October 2021, as project 40_089. The
total allocated time was 48 hours. However, due to techni-
cal problems, high quality data was collected for only some
of the sources. The observations were then analyzed using
the CASA-6 compatible version of the CAsa Pipeline-cum-
Toolkit for Upgraded GMRT data REduction (CAPTURE)4

developed at NCRA (Kale & Ishwara-Chandra 2021). The
GMRT flux density measurements are presented in Table 3.

3.4. LOFAR observations

We searched for archival data at 144 MHz from the LOw-
Frequency ARray (LOFAR) Two-metre Sky Survey (LoTSS;
Shimwell et al. 2022) and found detections for four sources
from our sample. LOFAR images for these four sources are
shown in Figure 11 and flux density measurements taken
from the catalog LoTSS Data Release 2 (LoTSS−DR2) are
presented in Table 3. These observations were made in
2015 (source 112940+39) and 2019 (sources 095141+37,
150415+28 and 164607+42).

3.5. Optical observations

Using the Low-Resolution Imaging Spectrograph (LRIS)
mounted on the Keck I telescope and Double Spectrograph
(DBSP) mounted on the Palomar 200-inch Hale Telescope,
we have obtained high quality spectroscopic observations
of our sample. Publication of these data, along with inter-
pretation and discussion, will be presented elsewhere. An
exception is the brief discussion of optical observations of
101841−13 presented in Appendix G. For the remaining ob-
jects we only report the redshifts determined based on these
observations (Table 1), and note that only one of the sources,
110239−06, is classified as a quasar.

3.6. Spectral modeling

4 https://github.com/ruta-k/CAPTURE-CASA6
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Table 1. The sample of 24 transient radio sources.

NVSS NVSS FIRST FIRST VLASS1 VLASS2 VLASS3

Name RA DEC z S1.4 GHz obs. S1.4 GHz obs. S3 GHz S3 GHz S3 GHz V3 GHz logL5 GHz LAS LLS
h m s ◦ ′ ′′ [mJy] year [mJy] year [mJy] [mJy] [mJy] [W Hz−1] [mas] [pc]

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15)

024345−28 02 43 45.7 −28 40 39.4 0.075 <1.27 1993 − − 54.35± 5.44 59.60± 5.96 55.53± 5.56 −0.05 23.81 4.6d 6.5
024609+34 02 46 09.3 +34 08 20.3 0.131 <1.35 1993 − − 8.75± 0.87 8.26± 0.83 − −0.07c 23.73 5.4 12.6
031115+08 03 11 15.5 +08 51 32.6 0.050 <1.28 1993 − − 15.19± 1.52 19.25± 1.93 20.67± 2.07 0.05 22.99 2.7 2.6
053509+83 05 35 09.9 +83 45 41.3 0.165 <1.15 1993 − − 24.45± 2.45 26.85± 2.69 23.89± 2.39 −0.04 24.22 5.3d 15.0
064001+28 06 40 01.8 +28 03 07.1 0.016 1.62± 0.81b 1993 − − 19.06± 1.91 22.20± 2.22 − −0.02c 21.92 4.3d 1.4
070837+32 07 08 37.8 +32 04 20.6 0.275 <1.42 1993 − − 9.56± 0.96 5.71± 0.57 − 0.60c 23.53 4.9 20.5
071829+59 07 18 29.3 +59 42 52.0 0.229 1.59± 0.63 1993 2.34± 0.45 2001 19.86± 1.99 15.79± 1.58 17.26± 1.73 0.01 24.52 2.3 8.4
095141+37 09 51 41.6 +37 03 34.6 0.236 <1.13 1993 <0.42 1994 10.59± 1.06 10.70± 1.07 − −0.04c 24.28 1.6 6.0
101841−13 10 18 41.4 −13 00 06.5 0.030 1.96± 1.06 1995 − − 11.30± 1.13 6.28± 0.63 1.44± 0.14 0.73 21.38 4.8 2.9
105035−07 10 50 35.7 −07 45 02.1 0.122 2.03± 0.77 1995 1.43± 0.43 2001 8.92± 0.89 3.73± 0.37 − 0.41c 23.03 1.9 4.2
110239−06 11 02 39.2 −06 11 50.0 1.393a 2.87± 1.43 1995 0.84± 0.43 2001 35.57± 3.56 31.35± 3.14 − 0.01c 26.47 6.5d 54.8
112940+39 11 29 40.0 +39 00 46.5 0.288 <1.04 1993 <0.41 1994 12.75± 1.27 10.83± 1.08 − −0.02c 24.50 0.4 1.7
114101+10 11 41 01.7 +10 28 21.4 0.072 ≥1.25 1995 1.36± 0.46 2000 10.88± 1.09 14.84± 1.48 9.48± 0.95 0.12 23.00 5.1d 7.0
121619+12 12 16 19.6 +12 40 27.7 0.059 <1.17 1995 2.40± 0.46 2000 10.43± 1.04 9.37± 0.94 − 0.01c 22.85 2.1 2.4
130400−11 13 04 00.7 −11 58 57.5 0.139 1.44± 0.58 1995 − − 9.38± 0.94 8.08± 0.81 − −0.03 23.57 3.6 8.8
150415+28 15 04 15.9 +28 29 47.9 0.058 1.95± 0.97 1995 <0.60 1993 9.75± 0.97 10.11± 1.01 7.65± 0.77 0.04 22.76 4.2 4.7
155847+14 15 58 47.7 +14 12 13.4 0.035 <1.53 1995 ≥0.70 2000 32.10± 3.21 27.53± 2.75 − −0.02c 22.88 3.4 2.4
164607+42 16 46 07.0 +42 27 37.5 0.050 <1.18 1995 <0.40 1995 11.01± 1.10 9.46± 0.95 − 0.21c 22.41 0.9 0.9
180940+24 18 09 40.5 +24 36 40.9 0.016 <1.13 1995 − − 9.16± 0.92 6.77± 0.68 − 0.22c 21.30 3.1 1.0
183415+61 18 34 15.4 +61 24 00.6 0.223 <1.40 1995 − − 11.56± 1.16 11.48± 1.15 14.07± 1.41 0.00 24.24 2.6 9.3
195335−04 19 53 35.2 −04 52 03.5 0.046 1.80± 0.95 1993 − − 18.63± 1.86 18.28± 1.83 − 0.07c 22.75 1.2 1.1
203909−30 20 39 09.1 −30 45 20.4 0.049 <1.18 1993 − − 9.88± 0.99 6.20± 0.62 − 0.13 22.46 8.3 8.0
223933−22 22 39 33.2 −22 31 26.8 0.119 <1.22 1993 − − 18.71± 1.87 15.08± 1.51 − 0.01 23.80 3.1d 6.7
233058+10 23 30 58.9 +10 00 30.2 0.040 <1.62 1996 − − 13.44± 1.34 6.35± 0.64 3.44± 0.34 0.52 21.98 1.8 1.4

Note— The columns are marked as follows: (1) source name; (2,3) VLA coordinates in J2000.0; (4) spectroscopic redshift, a indicates the only quasar on this list; (5) NVSS 1.4 GHz
flux density measurement or the 3σ noise level at the location of the source, b indicates that the value applies to component A only; (6) NVSS observation year; (7) FIRST 1.4 GHz
flux density measurement or the 3σ noise level at the location of the source, ’−’ means an area outside the survey coverage; (8) FIRST observation year; (9, 10, 11) VLASS 3 GHz
flux density measurement: epoch 1 (2017 - 2019), epoch 2 (2020 - 2022), epoch (2023); (12) variability ratio at 3 GHz, described in section 3.7, c indicates that in the absence of
data from the VLASS3, we took into account our VLA observations (2022) if they differed significantly in time from the VLASS2 observations; (13) log of the k-corrected radio
luminosity at 5 GHz calculated based on the VLA flux density measurement performed in 2021 and 2022 as described in section 3; (14) Largest Angular Size as the deconvolved
major axis of the source or separation between the outermost component peaks measured in the 8.7 GHz VLBA image, d indicates sources with multiple VLBA components; (15)
Largest Linear Size.

In order to characterize the broadband radio spectra of
our peaked-spectrum sources, the following generic curved
model (Snellen et al. 1998b) was used:

Sν =
Sp

(1 − e−1)
×

(
ν

νp

)αthick

×

(
1 − e

−

(
ν
νp

)αthin−αthick
)

(1)

where αthick is the optically thick spectral index, αthin is the
optically thin spectral index, and Sp and νp are the peak
flux density and peak frequency, respectively. However, this
model could not be meaningfully applied to two sources,
070837+32 and 105035−07, because of an overall ‘upturn’
of their radio continua. In these two cases we have there-
fore estimated spectral indices based on flux density mea-
surements straddling the minimum in their spectra. We pro-
vide further discussion and interpretation of the spectra in
Section 4.1. The obtained values for each source are given in

Table 2 and the spectra are presented in Appendix C, Figure
10.

3.7. Other source parameters

The variability index is estimated based on the 3 GHz
VLASS observations using the formula adopted from Aller
et al. (1992):

V =
(S − σ)max − (S + σ)min

(S − σ)max + (S + σ)min
(2)

where Smax, Smin, σmax, σmin are the limiting values of flux
densities and their associated measurement errors, respec-
tively. The results of our calculations are presented in Table
1.

The k-corrected spectral luminosities of our sources are
calculated as:

Lν = 4πD2
LSν(1 + z)−(1+α) (3)
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Figure 1. High-frequency radio images for 024345−28, 024609+34 and 031115+08; from left to right: NVSS 1.4 GHz, VLASS 3 GHz (first
epoch) and VLBA 8.7 GHz. The other 21 sources are presented in Appendix, Figure 14.
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Figure 2. 5 GHz luminosity vs. redshift diagram. The transient
sources from this work are marked with filled yellow (galaxies) and
gray (quasar) circles. The open red circles (galaxies) and open black
circles (quasars) indicate CSS and GPS sources taken from O’Dea
(1998), Snellen et al. (1998b), de Vries et al. (1997), Stanghellini
et al. (1998), and Fanti et al. (1990) as collected by Keim et al.
(2019) into one sample. The red and black squares indicate galax-
ies and quasars from the LLC sample (Kunert-Bajraszewska et al.
2010). The filled red circles (galaxies) and filled black circles
(quasars) indicate radio transients discovered in the CNSS survey
by Wołowska et al. (2021). The open blue triangles indicate tran-
sient quasars from Nyland et al. (2020).

where DL is the luminosity distance, Sν is the flux density at
a given frequency, z is the redshift and α is a thin or thick
spectral index, depending on the spectral shape at a given
frequency.

The brightness temperature TB of a given radio component
of a source is calculated using the formula derived in Ap-
pendix A in the following form:

TB = 1.38 × 1012(1 + z)
(

Scomp

Jy

) (
θmin

mas

)−1 (
θmaj

mas

)−1 (
ν

GHz

)−2
K ,

(4)
where θmaj and θmin are the deconvolved major and minor

component axes, and Scomp is the flux density of a given com-
ponent at the observed frequency ν. The results of these cal-
culations are presented in Appendix E, Table 5.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

All 24 objects presented in this work are transients with
respect to the NVSS survey. They were undetected in
NVSS (1993–1996) at the sensitivity level of 2.5 mJy at 1.4
GHz but discovered in the VLASS first epoch observations
(2017–2019) to have brightened significantly (Table 1 and
Figure 1 and 14). However, a close inspection of the NVSS
radio images reveals the presence of low level radio emission
from several sources. The presence of this early emission
was also confirmed by the ≥ 3 times more sensitive FIRST

survey, whenever such observations were available. For the
sources with no low level emission in the NVSS images, but
for which FIRST observations are also available, we found
a range of results. Three sources, 095141+37, 112940+39
and 164607+42, were observed by FIRST within one year of
the NVSS observations; in all three cases, there was no low-
level emission in the FIRST data. Two sources, 121619+12
and 155847+14, were observed by FIRST five years after the
NVSS observations; in both cases, the sources were detected
by FIRST. Finally, 150415+28 was undetected by FIRST but
was faintly detected by NVSS two years later. Nevertheless,
what we observe in these sources is a significant increase in
flux density after some period of very low-level emission, or
even its absence. The increase in flux density varies for indi-
vidual sources and in the whole sample ranges from 3 to even
50.

We have compared the redshift and luminosity distribution
of our sources to the sample of strong GPS and CSS objects
collected by Keim et al. (2019), the low-luminosity com-
pact (LLC) sources defined by Kunert-Bajraszewska et al.
(2010), and radio transients discovered using the CNSS sur-
vey (Wołowska et al. 2021) and VLASS first epoch obser-
vations (Nyland et al. 2020), where the latter is limited to
quasars. This comparison is provided in Figure 2. It shows
that transient radio sources identified in this study have, on
average, lower radio luminosities at 5 GHz compared to
archetypical GPS, CSS and LLC sources. Other than the
sole quasar in this sample, 110239−06, the 5 GHz luminosi-
ties are below 1025 W Hz−1 in all cases. Their redshift dis-
tribution is limited to the local universe and does not exceed
z = 0.3, which is likely the result of the adopted selection
criteria (in particular, coincidence of the radio transient with
an r < 20 mag galaxy). The exception here is, again, the only
quasar in our sample. Importantly, however, the selection cri-
teria used in this study do not bias toward limiting the source
power. Therefore, the fact that among our sources there are
no transients with radio power exceeding 1025 W Hz−1 at 5
GHz reflects a real observed physical limit, which can be
connected with the different life cycle of these sources. It
is also worth noting that relatively low radio luminosities are
also characteristic of other radio transients, both galaxies and
quasars, discovered by Wołowska et al. (2021) and Nyland
et al. (2020) by comparing the FIRST survey to the CNSS
and VLASS surveys, respectively. It has been already pos-
tulated by Kunert-Bajraszewska et al. (2010), based on the
studies of LLC objects, that low-power radio sources can be
more short-lived than high-luminosity objects.

4.1. Shape of the spectrum

Using the modified power law model, we determined the
characteristic features of the radio spectra of our objects, i.e.
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Table 2. Results of spectral modelling.

Name S p νp αthin αthick ∆α

[mJy] [GHz]
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

024345−28 63.23 ± 1.22 2.08 ± 0.33 -0.69 ± 0.06 0.86 ± 0.13 1.55
024609+34 14.23 ± 0.28 5.41 ± 0.35 -0.53 ± 0.05 1.63 ± 0.12 2.16
031115+08 19.71 ± 0.39 1.51 ± 0.09 -0.46 ± 0.03 1.59 ± 0.11 2.05
053509+83 22.44 ± 0.27 1.52 ± 0.03 -0.28 ± 0.01 2.66 ± 0.15 2.95
064001+28 33.12 ± 0.37 1.01 ± 0.09 -0.77 ± 0.03 1.28 ± 0.23 2.16
071829+59 22.58 ± 0.87 2.66 ± 0.17 -0.52 ± 0.06 2.58 ± 0.29 3.10
095141+37 12.75 ± 0.19 3.42 ± 0.11 -0.62 ± 0.03 2.01 ± 0.09 2.63
101841−13 2.50 ± 0.07 1.03 ± 0.16 -0.75 ± 0.06 2.02 ± 0.65 2.77
110239−06 33.22 ± 0.33 3.89 ± 0.20 -0.74 ± 0.05 1.58 ± 0.12 2.32
112940+39 11.97 ± 0.37 2.79 ± 0.11 -0.25 ± 0.03 2.75 ± 0.24 3.00
114101+10 10.22 ± 0.19 2.72 ± 0.18 -0.94 ± 0.06 1.54 ± 0.15 2.48
121619+12 12.04 ± 0.32 1.25 ± 0.12 -0.57 ± 0.03 1.89 ± 0.27 2.46
130400−11 8.40 ± 0.11 3.79 ± 0.22 -0.94 ± 0.53 1.05 ± 0.07 1.99
150415+28 7.47 ± 0.36 4.82 ± 0.73 -1.01 ± 0.13 0.39 ± 0.04 1.40
155847+14 30.85 ± 0.70 2.65 ± 0.11 -0.82 ± 0.05 2.74 ± 0.24 3.56
164607+42 9.16 ± 0.23 1.36 ± 0.19 -0.85 ± 0.04 0.91 ± 0.55 1.77
180940+24 7.79* 1.50* -0.74 ± 0.01 -0.40* −

183415+61 13.83 ± 0.54 4.33 ± 0.64 -0.39 ± 0.07 1.20 ± 0.21 1.60
195335−04 13.24 ± 0.59 4.27 ± 0.41 -1.25 ± 0.08 0.53 ± 0.10 1.78
203909−30 7.00* 3.50* -1.33 ± 0.06 0.25* −

223933−22 18.25 ± 0.37 10.79 ± 0.26 -1.85 ± 0.20 0.51 ± 0.03 2.35
233058+10 4.82 ± 0.83 2.70 ± 0.55 -1.54 ± 0.11 0.78 ± 0.57 2.33
070837+32† − − 0.66 ± 0.10 -0.31 ± 0.30 −

105035−07† − − 0.76 ± 0.30 -0.30 ± 0.28 −

Note—The columns are marked as follows: (1) source name; (2) peak flux density; (3)
observed frequency of the peak (spectral turnover); (4) spectral index of the optically
thin part of the radio spectrum; (5) spectral index of the optically thick part of the radio
spectrum; (6) spectral curvature defined as ∆α = αthick − αthin. * - indicates values that
have been fixed to obtain a proper fit, † - for these sources values of the indices have
been calculated based on flux densities straddling the minimum in the spectrum.

the frequency and flux density of the peak and the spectral
indices on both sides of the peak. The fitted spectra are
presented in Figure 10 and the obtained values are summa-
rized in Table 2. However, in the case of four sources, the
procedure yielded spurious results. Figure 3 presents the
spectral-type distribution in the convenient form of a radio
color-color diagram in which αthin is plotted against αthick.
The majority of our objects reside in the lower right quadrant
of this figure, indicating convex spectra peaking at or above
1 GHz and corresponding spectral indices of αthick ≥ 0.25
and αthin ≤ −0.25. In the case of two sources, 070837+32
and 105035−07, the shape of their spectra was classified as
‘upturn’, which means falling at low frequencies and rising
at higher frequencies with spectral minima in the range be-
tween 4.5 and 5 GHz. Another four objects, 031115+08,
053509+83, 112940+39 and 183415+61, have values of
αthin > −0.5, which formally defines them as flat-spectrum
sources. Finally, the sources 180940−24 and 203909−30 do
not have formal maxima in the observed range (1−10 GHz)

Figure 3. Radio color-color diagram for our sample. The blue
square corresponds to the spectral index range from −0.5 to 0.5
(“blazar box”). Galaxies are marked with yellow circles, and the
only quasar in the sample is shown in gray. The two galaxies,
180940+24 and 203909−30, with fixed values for their spectral in-
dices indicated by brown circles. Details on the calculation of αthin

and αthick are provided in Section 3.6 and Table 2.

and the peak frequency of 164607+42 is uncertain. The dis-
tribution of spectral indices for the whole sample is presented
in the left panel of Figure 4. According to the generally ac-
cepted unified scheme for radio–loud AGNs (Barthel 1989;
Urry & Padovani 1995), spectra with high–frequency flat-
tening or upturn shapes occur when emission from the AGN
compact core begins to dominate at higher frequencies over
the more extended and steeper-spectrum component promi-
nent at lower frequencies (Tucci et al. 2008). The necessary
condition here is a small angle between the relativistic jet and
the line of sight. For example, in the case of flat-spectrum ra-
dio quasars, this angle is < 10◦ (Ghisellini et al. 1993). As the
value of this angle increases, we observe quasars with steep
spectra and, for even larger jet inclinations, radio galaxies.
However, as discussed by Snellen et al. (1998a), if a newborn
radio source is oriented towards the observer, Doppler boost-
ing of the inner radio component will also result in a one-
sided jet morphology and a variable flat spectrum. There-
fore, what defines an object as a GPS source is a peak in
the spectrum around GHz frequencies and significant spec-
tral curvature, ∆α > 0.6 (Table 2), i.e. the difference between
the spectral indices below and above the peak (de Vries et al.
1997). All our sources in the lower right quadrant of Figure
3 meet these criteria.
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It is also worth noting that several of our sources have
highly absorbed spectra with αthick > 2 or even exceed the
canonical value of 2.5 expected in the case of a uniform
synchrotron self-absorbed (SSA) source, similar to the tran-
sient sources discovered by Wołowska et al. (2021). Figure 4
shows that compared to GPS and CSS sources, compact radio
transients have steeper spectra in the optically thick segment
of their spectra, probably as a result of SSA, but we cannot
exclude the existence of a thermal plasma of different opac-
ity along the line of sight around the source, as proposed by
Bicknell et al. (1997). Note that uncertainties in the spec-
tral index, especially for the optically thick part of the spec-
trum, are very large in some cases and result from too few
measurements at low frequencies. This, in turn, prevents us
from modeling the radio spectrum more precisely and testing
whether SSA or free–free absorption (FFA) is responsible for
the observed curvature.

4.2. Radio morphology

Most of our sources, although resolved in VLBA obser-
vations at 8.7 GHz, remained single objects with sizes in
the range of 0.9 − 20.5 pc. Several of them have a slightly
extended structure, and in the case of six objects, we iden-
tify multiple radio components, some of which are probably
radio jets. In Table 5 we propose a morphological classi-
fication for all sources. Single (S) indicates a point-like ob-
ject, unresolved or slightly resolved. Core-jet (Cj) indicates a
source with bright central component and much weaker elon-
gated, one-sided emission (i.e. a probable jet). Double-lobed
(D) and triple (T) indicate objects consisting of two or three
components of similar brightness, respectively. Finally, ex-
tended (E) indicates a structure consisting of a bright cen-
ter with radio emission on both sides. We calculated the
brightness temperature of the components that we believe
may contain the radio core and obtained values in the range
of 106 − 109 K (Table 5) at 8.7 GHz, indicating an AGN ori-
gin for their radio emission (Condon et al. 1991). However,
in many cases this is a rough estimate since we are restricted
by the resolution of our observations. These values do not
exceed the inverse Compton brightness temperature limit of
1012 K which means that relativistic beaming is not formally
required. Comparing this characterization of the radio struc-
tures of our sources with other groups of objects, we note that
similar parsec-scale features have been observed in radio-
quiet AGN like Seyfert or LINER galaxies (e.g., Baldi et al.
2018; Kharb et al. 2021), and not often in radio-loud AGNs
(e.g., Lister et al. 2009, 2018).

Assuming that the entire VLBA structures of our sources
were formed after the radio brightening, we estimated the
expansion velocities of the newly formed outflows. The ob-
tained results are in a very wide range of 0.1c − 8.9c (Table
5) and indicate that in some objects this velocity may not be

relativistic. However, this is only a very rough estimate of
the lower limit of this velocity, assuming that the entire radio
structure developed in the time that elapsed between VLBA
and NVSS/FIRST observations, i.e. 20-28 years. In reality,
however, this time may be much shorter. Additionally, the
linear size of the sources unresolved in VLBA observations
measured by us is only its upper limit, which also affects the
uncertainty of the estimated result. For comparison the multi-
epoch observations of compact radio sources made it possi-
ble to measure the radio lobes (or hot spots) proper motion
at ∼ 0.19c (Polatidis & Conway 2003; Gugliucci et al. 2005)
while the jet velocity is much higher and may be superlumi-
nal and reach even ∼ 7c (An et al. 2010; Lister et al. 2013).
In the case of Seyferts and LINERS or radio-quiet quasars
both sub-relativistic jet speeds in the range of 0.01c − 0.5c
(Middelberg et al. 2004; Wang et al. 2023) and relativistic
outflows are detected (Kharb et al. 2024). And finally small
expansion velocities of the order of 0.02 − 0.15c are also es-
timated for thermal outflows (Anderson et al. 2020; Cendes
et al. 2024) which result from tidal disruption events (TDEs).
Further discussion of possible scenarios for the origin of the
radio emission in our sources is given in section 4.6.

In the case of five sources from our sample, the presence of
radio emission on scales up to tens of kiloparsecs is plausible.
One example is 064001+28 (marked as A) where the NVSS
map at 1.4 GHz shows additional components, B and C, at
distances of ∼ 70 and ∼ 85 kpc, respectively (Figure 14). For
component B, its elongated radio structure and collinear po-
sition with 064001+28 (A) suggests a physical link. Mean-
while, high-resolution imaging at 8.7 GHz of component A
reveals probable core-jet structure perpendicular to the line
defined by components A and B. This could mean that the
source we identify as 064001+28 is in fact the central compo-
nent of a larger source in which we observed a restart of radio
activity along with a change in the direction of the jet propa-
gation. This interpretation seems to be supported by our new
GMRT and multi-band VLA observations, in which we iden-
tify all potential components of the 064001+28 source with
better resolution (Figure 5). These observations show that
the flux density of objects B and C decreases with frequency,
with object B consisting of three components. The value of
the spectral index obtained by fitting with a standard non-
thermal power-law model shows that the spectra of compo-
nents C, B2, and B3 are very steep. In the case of component
B1, the value is on the border between flat and steep spectra
and suggests a more compact component (Figure 5 and Ta-
ble 6 in Appendix F). Additionally, Figure 6 presents VLA
radio contours of all identified components superimposed on
the SDSS optical image, which shows that only components
A and C have optical counterparts. The above findings lead
us to interpret object B as the expiring jet/lobe of the source
A. Assuming a moderate value for the lobe proper motion
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Figure 4. (Left): Distribution of spectral indices for our sample of 24 transient sources. (Right): Comparison of the distribution of spectral
indices for the combined sample of archetypal GPS and CSS sources from Keim et al. (2019) and the combined sample of radio transients from
this work and from Wołowska et al. (2021).

in compact AGNs of 0.19c (Polatidis & Conway 2003), we
obtain a rough estimate of the age of this potential A−B kpc
structure of ∼ 1.2 × 106 years. This is in agreement with
previously postulated interpretations of some compact radio
sources as objects that are unable to develop large-scale ra-
dio structures (Reynolds & Begelman 1997; Czerny et al.
2009; Kunert-Bajraszewska et al. 2010). Detection of sev-
eral candidate dying compact sources (Kunert-Bajraszewska
et al. 2006; Orienti et al. 2010; Callingham et al. 2015) also
supports this scenario. However, finding objects in which
both phases of source activity, old and new, are visible at the
same time is very difficult, especially in the case of compact
objects. According to models, after source activity ceases,
the radio plasma remains visible for less than half of the jets’
active phase due to the rapid decay in brightness caused by
radiative energy losses and adiabatic expansion (Reynolds &
Begelman 1997). If component B is indeed part of source
064001+28, it may mean that the previous phase of radio ac-
tivity ceased in this source ≲ 6 × 105 years ago.

The next four sources are detected at very low frequen-
cies, i.e. in LOFAR low-resolution (6′′) observations at 144
MHz, as single objects (Figure 11, Appendix D). However,
the flux densities of three of them (095141+37, 112940+39,
and 164607+42) do not match the spectral model fitted to
the VLA and GMRT measurements and suggest the presence
of an additional radio emission outside the very center of the
source (Figure 10). In the case of a fourth object, 150415+28,
the LOFAR image corresponds to the position of the central
component of a triple structure, the flux density fits well into
the entire radio spectrum. The remaining two components,
located symmetrically on both sides of the center, are ac-
tually separate sources that have SDSS optical counterparts
(Figure 11, Appendix D). The high-resolution LOFAR im-

ages of these sources are necessary to identify the potential
new components. Another possible interpretation is that this
excess radio emission at low frequencies has an origin other
than AGN activity.

4.3. Variability

The multi-epoch VLASS observations give us the oppor-
tunity to examine the variability of transient sources after the
onset of their activity. However, since the measurement of
source flux density based on VLASS Quick Look images is
subject to relatively large uncertainties (as described in sec-
tion 2), the value of the variability index is only a rough es-
timate allowing us to identify the most significant changes
with high certainty. We calculated the variability index at 3
GHz (V3 GHz) using the standard formula (Equation 2), and
these results are presented in Table 1 and Figure 7. In cases
where no third epoch of VLASS data was yet available, we
used our own VLA observations from 2022 for that epoch.
Negative values of V3 GHz correspond to cases where the es-
timated error is greater than the observed scatter of the data

Only eight sources exceed the value of V3 GHz =0.10,
which makes them potential candidates for variable objects.
For four objects, 070837+32, 101841−13, 105035−07, and
233058+10, the change in flux density is very significant,
V3 GHz > 0.30, and indicates a large, systematic decline from
epoch to epoch. Figure 7 presents the 3 GHz light curves
for these eight variable objects and a non-variable source
024345−28 as an example (see also the discussion in sec-
tion 4.6.5). For comparison, the long-term monitoring of
AGNs at GHz frequencies performed by Sotnikova et al.
(2022) revealed average values of the variability indices to
be 0.15 and 0.17 at 2.3 GHz for flat-spectrum radio quasars
and blazars, respectively. Both indices are higher at 22.3
GHz, with values of 0.28 and 0.30, respectively. Summariz-
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Figure 5. The GMRT image and selected VLA images showing source 064001+28 (marked as A) and additional components/sources marked
as B1- B3 and C. The lower right panel shows measurements of their flux densities, with measurements of component A added for comparison.
Note, however, that a more detailed spectrum of component A with a fitted model is in Figure 10.

ing the long-term monitoring of peaked-spectrum sources de-
scribed so far in the literature, a significant fraction (between
50 and 70%) have a peaked spectrum temporarily, in the flar-
ing state, particularly quasars (Torniainen et al. 2005; Min-
galiev et al. 2012; Sotnikova et al. 2019). In contrast, genuine
GPS sources are characterized by less variability, and main-
tain their convex spectral shape for many years. Recently,
Wołowska et al. (2021) showed the same regularity for slow

radio transients discovered in the CNSS survey. Multi-epoch
VLA spectra showed that GPS quasars transform over time
into flat-spectrum sources while galaxies maintain the con-
vex shape of their spectra. However, it should be clarified
here that a certain change of the spectrum, even for so-called
genuine GPS sources, is observed as a consequence of the
development of their radio structure. When compact com-
ponents of the source expand we observe a shift of the peak



11

Figure 6. The VLA S-band image (magenta contours) overlaid on the SDSS i-band image of 064001+28. The presented contours have the
following values: 1.7, 5, 20 × 10−4 Jy beam−1.

to lower frequencies and variations in optical depth and thus
also in flux density. Moreover, such a spectral change in very
young objects happens in a short time, over just a few years
(Orienti & Dallacasa 2008). For the sources studied here, the
vast majority of which are galaxies, we conclude that they
are characterized by a typical convex spectra shape. This
shape is present even though several years have passed since
the burst of their radio activity. Of course, further broadband
monitoring of these sources would be advisable to confirm
the shape and evolution of their radio spectra, because ob-
serving the variability of GPS sources only at one frequency
does not give the full picture. Similarly, the potential vari-
ability of some of our sources at 3 GHz will only be con-
firmed when the final VLASS data products are available. At
the moment, however, it seems that the variability at 3 GHz
observed for some of our sources could be the result of rapid
adiabatic expansion of a young radio structure. This applies
to source 114101+10 with a clear core-jet structure and up-
down flux density fluctuations, and source 203909−30 with
an elongated structure suggesting a jet outflow. This is also
a probable explanation for the two-component shape of the
spectra of 070837+32 and 105035−07, in which the peak vis-
ible at very high frequencies, >10 GHz, indicates the dom-
inance of a bright compact core. While the low frequency

peak is the result of a large drop in the flux density of these
sources at 3 GHz and indicates an expanding outflow.

The next four objects, 101841−13, 164607+42,
180940+24 and 233058+10, are very compact sources, sin-
gle, and have a convex or steep spectrum. The probable
evolution of their spectra is a progressive decrease in flux
density in a wide frequency range and a shift of the peak to
lower and lower frequencies, eventually even below 1 GHz.
In the case of one of these sources, 101841−13, its flux
density has returned to the level before the radio brighten-
ing. The remaining objects have no earlier detection of radio
emission, but the decrease in their radio flux density over
several years is significant and amounts to 42–74%.

4.4. Radio power − linear size diagram

Recent studies of radio-loud (RL) and radio-quiet (RQ)
quasars suggest that the appropriate measure of radio loud-
ness is the radio spectral luminosity Lν rather than radio flux
density or radio–optical flux density ratio R (Kimball et al.
2011; Kellermann et al. 2016). This work suggests a lumi-
nosity separating RL and RQ of log10[L6 GHz/W Hz−1] ∼ 23
at low redshifts. Below this limit, the star-forming galaxy
component contributes significantly to the radio emission
or is even its sole source. More detailed observations of
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Figure 7. (Left): Distribution of variability ratio at 3 GHz for our sample. (Right): The 3 GHz light curves for selected sources. The gray
dashed line indicates the recalculated value of νLν,GHz = 1039 erg s−1 below which most known thermal TDEs occur (Cendes et al. 2024).

radio-quiet quasars lead to the conclusion that the popula-
tion of these objects is a mixture of mainly starburst-powered
and jet-powered galaxies (Silpa et al. 2020; McCaffrey et al.
2022), or they may be undergoing periods of increased radio
activity during which they are able to launch a relativistic jet
(Silpa et al. 2021). If we apply this division criterion to our
sample, we find that even after the significant increase in ra-
dio flux density that allowed us to detect these objects, half
of them can be considered as radio-quiet sources (Table 1).
Note, however, that the level of star formation-related radio
emission in galaxies studied here may be different from that
characterizing quasar hosts as investigated by Kellermann
et al. (2016).

In order to quantify our comparison to various AGN pop-
ulations, we investigate the relationship between radio lu-
minosity and physical size for our sources in Figure 8 us-
ing the updated version of the radio power − linear size
(P − D) diagram from Kunert-Bajraszewska et al. (2010).
The parametrization of radio sources in terms of their radio
power and linear size serves as a powerful probe of major
evolutionary trends. We indicate with the red dashed line
the evolutionary track for high power radio sources, connect-
ing traditional radio-loud AGN classes as proposed by many
authors (Fanti et al. 1990; Readhead et al. 1996; O’Dea &
Baum 1997). In the case of low luminosity radio sources, the
evolutionary paths are less clear, and a range of variants are
discussed in the literature, including further development of a
source into a low luminosity stagnated FR-I-like source (An
& Baan 2012), or an episodic, short-lived outburst of radio
activity which ceases after ∼ 105 years (Reynolds & Begel-
man 1997; Snellen et al. 2000; Czerny et al. 2009; Kunert-
Bajraszewska et al. 2010). In the latter case, we will observe

a weakening radio structure of medium size, clearly visible
only at low radio frequencies.

Analyzing the (P − D) diagram, we see that the transient
sources from our work and those described by Wołowska
et al. (2021), both galaxies and quasars, are similar in
power to the low luminosity compact (LLC) sources, radio-
intermediate and radio-quiet quasars (RIQ/RQQ) and Seyfert
galaxies. In terms of projected physical size alone, we see
that the transient sources are more compact and overlap with
the most compact GPS objects. Therefore, the radio proper-
ties of transient sources place them on the (P − D) diagram
at the beginning of the evolutionary path, which suggests
their further development towards larger LLC and RIQ/RQQ
sources, and perhaps Seyferts. Some of our sources, how-
ever, may be here only for a while.

The information about the spectral properties of LLC and
RIQ/RQQ objects is very limited. However, it is known that
their radio spectra are steep and peak between 1.4 GHz and
150 MHz in the case of RIQ/RQQs (Jarvis et al. 2019) and
well below 150 MHz in the case of LLC sources (Kunert-
Bajraszewska et al. 2010). To better determine the spectral
shape of LLC objects, observations at low radio frequen-
cies are needed, which will soon be provided by the LOFAR
survey. The radio spectra of Seyfert galaxies are both flat
and steep, with the vast majority of the latter in a wide fre-
quency range from 150 MHz to 1.4 GHz (Kharb et al. 2016;
Singh & Chand 2018). Recently, two new large groups of
objects with peak frequencies between 72 MHz and 1.4 GHz
were identified by Callingham et al. (2017) and Slob et al.
(2022) using the GaLactic and Extragalactic All-sky Murchi-
son Widefield Array (GLEAM) survey and LOFAR surveys.
The values of their radio power at 1.4 GHz lies within a
wide range, 1022 − 1027 W Hz−1, and high-resolution obser-
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Figure 8. The radio power vs. linear size (P − D) diagram adapted from Kunert-Bajraszewska et al. (2010), including various types of radio-
selected AGNs. The plots of GPS, CSS, LLC, FR I and FR II sources are taken from Kunert-Bajraszewska et al. (2010). The sample of giant
radio galaxies are adapted from Kuźmicz et al. (2018). The radio-intermediate and radio-quiet quasars (RIQ & RQQ) are taken from Kukula
et al. (1998) and Jarvis et al. (2019). LINERs and Seyferts galaxies are from Gallimore et al. (2006), Baldi et al. (2018) and Singh et al.
(2013). The transient sources are taken from Wołowska et al. (2021) and from this work, and are indicated with black crosses and red triangles,
respectively. The black dashed line shows a possible evolutionary track for high power objects as described in An & Baan (2012).

vations are needed to know their exact physical sizes. Inter-
estingly, however, there is an observed relationship between
radio size and the frequency of peak emission in the radio
SEDs of compact radio galaxies (O’Dea & Baum 1997; Ori-
enti & Dallacasa 2014; Sotnikova et al. 2019), which we use
to further investigate the evolutionary scenario.

4.5. The peak frequency − linear size relationship

The peak in the radio spectrum, the most characteristic fea-
ture of GPS and CSS sources, is a function of source size and
therefore age. The continuous distribution of young AGNs
along the frequency of the peak (turnover frequency) − lin-
ear size (νp−D) plane (O’Dea & Baum 1997; Orienti & Dal-
lacasa 2014; Sotnikova et al. 2019) suggests a source devel-
opment path (Figure 9). At the same time, there is an on-
going discussion in the literature about the mechanism that
causes this turnover in the spectrum. Several studies indicate
that SSA is able to correctly reproduce the νp − D relation
(Snellen et al. 2000; Jeyakumar 2016). The particular evolu-
tionary models in this framework are moreover based on the

assumption of minimum energy content, corresponding to a
near equipartition of energy between the radiating particles
and the magnetic field. There are many examples of indi-
vidual sources for which the magnetic field values calculated
from measurements indeed agree well with those obtained by
assuming equipartition (Orienti & Dallacasa 2008). On the
other hand, we also have examples of objects in which the
magnetic field values and the shape of the broad-band radio
spectrum indicate a different absorption mechanism, namely
FFA caused by a thermal plasma (Callingham et al. 2015;
Keim et al. 2019). Using the equipartition magnetic field Beq

formula (Equation A11), the derivation of which is presented
in Appendix A, we calculate that Beq for our sources is of the
order of several dozen mG (Table 5), i.e. typical for compact
sources (< 1 kpc) with SSA-related peak frequencies within
the GHz range.

In the νp−D graph (Figure 9), our sources occupy the same
area as transient sources from Wołowska et al. (2021), which,
according to the accepted interpretation, means that they are
at an early stage of their life cycle. On the other hand, some
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Figure 9. The intrinsic turnover frequency vs. linear size diagram. The transient sources from this work are marked with yellow (galaxies) and
gray (quasar) circles. The open red circles (galaxies) and open black circles (quasars) indicate CSS and GPS sources taken from O’Dea (1998),
Snellen et al. (1998b), de Vries et al. (1997), Stanghellini et al. (1998), and Fanti et al. (1990) collected by Keim et al. (2019) in one sample.
The filled red circles (galaxies) and filled black circles (quasars) indicate radio transients discovered in the CNSS survey by Wołowska et al.
(2021). The sizes of the circles correspond to their radio luminosity at restframe 5GHz. The blue solid line indicates the linear relationship
log νp = −0.21 − 0.59 × log LLS, found by Orienti & Dallacasa (2014). The gray diamond indicates the range of values for peaked-spectrum
sources from Callingham et al. (2017).

transient objects, mainly those with lower radio luminosi-
ties, show some deviation from this relationship. This, as
discussed in Wołowska et al. (2021), may imply a different
(parallel) path of radio source evolution and a limit to the
size of the source. Radio source evolution consistent with a
parallel path would mean that weak radio sources of larger
sizes (> 1 kpc) would have a peak in their spectrum below
the rest-frame frequency of ∼ 200 MHz. Parallel develop-
ment paths depending on jet power are discussed in Jeyaku-
mar (2016) in the context of the SSA model. As noted pre-
viously, Callingham et al. (2017) and Slob et al. (2022), us-
ing low-frequency radio surveys, found sources that display
spectral peaks between 72 MHz and 1.4 GHz, and speculated
that these are low-frequency analogs of archetypal GPS and
CSS objects. Slob et al. (2022) then suggested that some
of these sources, especially low-power ones, may not evolve
into large-scale AGNs. We have marked the location of low-
frequency peaked-spectrum sources from the sample of Call-
ingham et al. (2017) on the νp −D plane, estimating the sizes
of these objects assuming equipartition. For this we used
the equation A19 and the following median spectral proper-
ties of the peaked-spectrum Callingham et al. (2017) sample:
z = 0.98, upper and lower limits of observed peak frequency
with values of 100 and 380 MHz, and low and high values
of flux density equal to 0.16 and 10 Jy, respectively. The es-
timated values of equipartition angular size, θeq, are in the

range of 11 - 80 mas and 3 - 21 mas for peak frequencies of
100 and 380 MHz, respectively. Based on these estimates, we
hypothesize that our low power transient sources with GPS
spectra may be progenitors of low-frequency, low-luminosity
peaked-spectrum objects (Figure 9).

4.6. Origin of the radio transient emission

The study of the radio variability of our objects is lim-
ited due to the method of their selection and the sparse ca-
dence of observations. Therefore, we have at our disposal
the NVSS/FIRST observations and the first epoch of VLASS
observations, which are separated by more than two decades,
two or three VLASS observation epochs with a three-year
cadence and our single VLA measurement. Additionally, as
already mentioned, the available VLASS data are subject to
large errors, which greatly limits the study of variability on
a time scale of several years. Taking this into account, we
observe a significant increase in the flux density of all 24
sources, > 200%, on a scale of several decades, and variabil-
ity over the next few years for eight of them (section 4.3 and
Figure 7). Such long-term radio variability may have vari-
ous physical origins, including extrinsic variability induced
by scintillation, intrinsic variability of a radio-quiet AGN,
changes in the accretion onto an SMBH due to instability
in an accretion disk or tidal disruption of a star, connected or
not with the young, expanding radio jet. Moreover, the physi-
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cal explanation for the observed transient emission might not
be the same in all sources and it might be a combination of
more than one mechanism. The following subsections dis-
cuss these mechanisms.

4.6.1. Variability induced by interstellar scintillation

Extrinsic variability is caused by refractive or diffractive
interstellar scintillation and observed at megahertz frequen-
cies on time scales of months-years and days-weeks, respec-
tively (Rickett 1986). Such variability is observed when a
radio wave emitted by a compact, point-like source or point-
like feature, whose emission dominates the spectrum, passes
through fluctuations in the density of the plasma of the inter-
stellar medium (ISM). Recently, Ross et al. (2021) has shown
that variability at low frequencies (<1 GHz) is more prevalent
in peaked-spectrum sources compared to typical radio galax-
ies and in the case where we do not observe a change in the
shape of the radio spectrum in the source, it may be caused by
scintillation. Nyland et al. (2020) estimated that flux density
fluctuations caused by refractive scintillation at frequencies
above 1 GHz are of order ∼ 30%˘40%. In the case of our
objects, we do not have multi-epoch observations of their ra-
dio spectra or monitoring of variability at lower frequencies.
Nevertheless, our estimates show that after the radio bright-
ening, these sources typically show relatively low variability
at 3 GHz, of order 20% - 40% from epoch to epoch, imply-
ing that scintillation is a possible explanation for this behav-
ior. However, the scale of the flux density increase observed
for the radio brightening phenomenon itself as well as the
scale of the flux density decay for the most variable sources
is much higher. This allows us to rule out refractive scintilla-
tion as the origin of the observed radio transitions, as well as
the significant variability seen in some sources.

4.6.2. Emission mechanisms in radio-quiet AGNs

As mentioned in the previous sections, half the sources in
our sample, even after radio brightening, have radio lumi-
nosities typical of radio-quiet sources, although in the case
of many of them this value is close to our adopted limit of
log10[L6 GHz/W Hz−1] ∼ 23 (Kellermann et al. 2016). While
radio-loud AGNs have the ability to launch powerful rel-
ativistic jets, which are their main source of radio emis-
sion, in the case of radio-quiet AGNs, the possible mech-
anisms generating radio emission are more numerous and
more diverse. They include star formation (SF), accretion
disc winds, coronal disc emission, low-power jets or a com-
bination of them (Panessa et al. 2019). However, it should be
remembered that the division into radio-loud and radio-quiet
sources based only on radio emission is not sharp and un-
ambiguous. Therefore, comprehensive multi-frequency and
high-resolution observations are essential to correctly clas-
sify sources. Our sample are radio-compact objects that in
VLBA observations at 8.7 GHz remain either single or are

partially resolved with jet-like components, similar to what
is observed in LINERs and Seyfert galaxies. Neither of these
morphologies is preferred among either the radio-quiet or the
radio-loud objects in our sample. Further, the majority of
these sources are characterized by a GPS-like spectrum, high
brightness temperature and magnetic fields of order tens of
mG, typical for newborn radio sources with kinematically
young radio jets. Therefore, the above properties allow us to
exclude as a potential source of radio emission in our sources
such phenomena as AGN winds and thermal free-free emis-
sion, both of which are characterized by a flat spectrum and
low-brightness temperature (TB < 105 K), as well as SF pro-
cesses, which are characterized by a constant steep radio
slope from megahertz to gigahertz frequencies, low surface
brightness, and, most importantly, a lack of radio variability.

4.6.3. Interplay between the jet and the BLR clouds

Very recently strong high-frequency radio variability has
been reported in radio-weak narrow-line Seyfert 1 (NLS1)
galaxies (Lähteenmäki et al. 2018; Järvelä et al. 2024).
No satisfactory explanation for such behavior has yet been
found. However, the lack of a typical peaked radio spectrum
in these sources has led to the rejection of the scenario of
young jet formation. Instead, the authors suggest that the
recorded variability may be the result of some kind of inter-
play between the jet and the broad line region (BLR) clouds
(Järvelä et al. 2024). According to this scenario, the jets of
these sources are still within the BLR. They are completely
free-free absorbed but from time to time they are exposed by
the movement of ionized gas clouds, which manifests itself
in the appearance of a radio flare. The variability timescale
of these NLS1 galaxies is days and the observed frequency is
very high, 37 GHz. This is therefore a different situation from
our sample, and it is not clear whether similar scenario, e.g.
with longer variability times, could be applicable to them.
However, it is worth noting that some of our objects showed
low levels of radio emission before radio brightening, which
could indicate the existence of a persistent jet.

4.6.4. Changes in the accretion process

Another possible explanation for the transient behavior de-
tected in our sources is intermittent activity of the nucleus
caused by a radiation pressure instability in the accretion
disk (Czerny et al. 2009). This mechanism can operate in
both radio-loud and radio-quiet sources. According to this
model, an accretion disk alternates between the two basic
states which are thermally stable: (1) an outburst state com-
bined with a jet ejection, and (2) a period of quiescence at
a low accretion rate. The duration of the active period and
quiescence scales with the mass of the black hole. For the
typical black hole masses of radio-loud AGNs (107−108 M⊙)
the expected outburst durations are 104 − 105 years. For the
typical black hole masses of NLS1 galaxies (106 − 107 M⊙),
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the outburst duration is 40 - 440 years and the time of the
activity decay is even shorter, with the prediction that NLS1
objects should fade and transition to a low luminosity AGN
state in 4 - 40 years.

We estimate that our sources started their active period at
the earliest ∼20 years ago, which is manifested by the appear-
ance of a new, synchrotron radio outflow, similar to the case
of other radio transients detected so far (Nyland et al. 2020;
Kunert-Bajraszewska et al. 2020; Wołowska et al. 2021). Ad-
ditionally, this is associated with a significant increase in
the source brightness in the initial phase of development,
which is consistent with the evolutionary model of radio ob-
jects proposed by An & Baan (2012). On the other hand,
the observed low variability of the studied objects after the
radio brightening suggests that the radio activity stabilized
at a higher level and is continuing. Further monitoring of
the flux densities of these sources over a wide range of fre-
quencies will allow testing of this scenario. At the moment,
however, this seems the most likely explanation for the ra-
dio properties of majority of our sources. Moreover, Kunert-
Bajraszewska et al. (2020) suggested that a small change in
the accretion rate of ∼ 30% might be sufficient to trigger
such low power jet activity. This in turn may explain the
fact that we did not find significant amplitude variability in
the optical light curves of our sources observed by Catalina
Sky Survey (CRTS; Drake et al. 2009) and Zwicky Transient
Survey (ZTF; Graham et al. 2019), and in their mid-IR light
curves from NEOWISE survey (Mainzer et al. 2014). The
exception here are four sources whose behavior in the radio
and infrared wavelengths allows for a different interpretation,
which we discuss in the next section.

4.6.5. Contamination from Tidal Disruption Events

Tidal disruption events (TDEs) occur when a star passes
too close to an SMBH (van Velzen et al. 2011; Alexander
et al. 2020) and is consequently ripped apart. The stellar ma-
terial is then partially accreted onto the SMBH leading to a
multi-wavelength flare, which is also visible at radio wave-
lengths in ∼ 40% of TDEs (Cendes et al. 2024). The vast
majority of TDEs are thermal, non-relativistic outflows with
νLν,GHz ≲ 1039 erg s−1 and the mechanism generating the ra-
dio emission is poorly understood (Alexander et al. 2020).
However, in a few cases, a relativistic, non-thermal jet with
luminosity > 1040 erg s−1 has been observed to be launched
as a result of a TDE (Eftekhari et al. 2018). The timescale of
TDEs are usually in the range of tens to hundreds of days, but
longer events have been observed in the group of so-called
radio-selected TDEs (Somalwar et al. 2024). This is compa-
rable to the radio luminosity changes observed for our eight
objects (Figure 7). Nevertheless, even at their minimum lu-
minosity at 3 GHz, most are brighter than known thermal
TDEs (e.g., Cendes et al. 2024). Additionally, as discussed

above, other radio properties for four of them (070837+32,
105035−07, 114101+10 and 203909−30) make the TDE sce-
nario an unlikely interpretation for those sources.

However, for the remaining four sources, 101841−13,
164607+42, 180940+24 and 233058+10, the TDE scenario
can be considered. Their luminosities, the shapes of the ra-
dio spectrum and their magnetic field strengths are compa-
rable to radio-selected TDEs (Somalwar et al. 2024). At the
same time, these radio properties may suggest the formation
of a small, low-power, probably non-relativistic radio jet in
three of them. The exception is 180940+24, which does not
have a turnover in its radio spectrum and also has a diffuse,
low-luminosity radio structure. Furthermore, the WISE in-
frared light curve of 180940+24 shows a long-term decay
since 2010 which can be interpreted as the dust-heated echo
of the central optical flare, which would have have occurred
earlier and could potentially have been caused by a stellar
tidal disruption event. However, the available optical data do
not allow confirmation of any significant optical variability
in this source.

The situation is still different for 101841−13, which shows
a distinct infrared flare which recently led to its classifica-
tion as a mid-infrared-selected TDE (Masterson et al. 2024).
Modeling the infrared light curve indicates a potential tidal
disruption in 2015, which could also be the onset of the ra-
dio brightening tracked by VLASS starting in 2017. This is
similar to previously discovered TDE phenomena in which
an infrared flare is accompanied by radio emission from a
relativistic jet (Mattila et al. 2018). However, as discussed
earlier, weak radio emission from 101841−13 was already
visible in 1995 in the NVSS 1.4 GHz data. Its low level may
indicate a star formation origin or the presence of a quiescent
AGN core, or a combination of the two. Spectroscopic obser-
vations of 101841−13 made by us in 2022, i.e. after the ex-
tinction of the infrared flare and at the end of the radio flare,
clearly classify the source as a Seyfert galaxy. 101841−13
has no obvious broad emission lines in its spectrum, but the
narrow emission line flux ratios imply photoionization by an
AGN. This could be interpreted as a temporary increase in
ionization levels due to the postulated infrared-detected TDE.
However, an archival 6dF optical spectrum of 101841−13
taken prior to the infrared and radio brightening shows sig-
nificant [O III] and [N II] emission, indicating the presence of
an AGN buried in the host galaxy (Jones et al. 2004, 2009).
Therefore, our proposed alternative interpretation of the in-
frared variability of 101841−13 associates it with AGN op-
tical variability being reprocessed by the dusty torus. The
optical variability may, in turn, be the result of an increased
accretion rate, similar to what is expected in changing-state
AGNs, or could be associated with a TDE in an AGN. An
additional effect of the accretion rate change is the launch
of a radio jet-like outflow by this pre-existing AGN. Inter-
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estingly, spectroscopic observations made exactly one year
later by Masterson et al. (2024) show changes in line lumi-
nosities that no longer allow such a clear classification of this
source, which argues that the source underwent a short-lived
accretion enhancement. In their BPT diagrams, 101841−13
appears as a Seyfert, composite or star-forming galaxy. Ulti-
mately, a combination of these two phenomena, a TDE and a
very low-level accretion process, is not ruled out. We present
our spectroscopic observations of 101841−13 along with a
comparison to the 6dF spectrum in Appendix G.

The remaining two sources, 164607+42 and 233058+10,
do not show any indications of optical or infrared flares.

Finally, in the context of TDEs, we will comment on
024345−28 whose 3 GHz light curve is also shown in Fig-
ure 7. This source increased in brightness by a factor of
∼ 50 between the NVSS (1993) and VLASS (2018), which
is the largest flux change in our sample, but the source does
not show any significant radio flux density changes after the
brightening event. The properties of 024345−28 are dis-
cussed by (Somalwar et al. 2023), who hypothesize that this
source is either a slowly evolving TDE that produced a syn-
chrotron jet or is a young radio source that was initiated by an
enhancement in the accretion rate. We suggest that the radio
properties of 024345−28 presented here, including the dou-
ble radio structure seen in the high-resolution data and the
convex shape of the synchrotron spectrum, favor the latter
explanation.

In conclusion, we cannot definitively rule out that the radio
brightness changes of 101841−13, 164607+42, 180940+24
and 233058+10 are caused by TDEs. However, radio prop-
erties such as weak radio emission from a single compo-
nent and rapidly decaying flux densities make us consider
the TDE phenomenon to be the most probable interpretation
for 180940+24 and 233058+10.

4.7. Implications

Recent studies of radio transient phenomena have yielded
estimates of the period of occurrence of a new episode of
radio activity in AGNs at ∼ 105 years (Mooley et al. 2016;
Nyland et al. 2020). This is a timescale previously proposed
by theoretical and dynamical models of the evolution of radio
sources, which were motivated by the overrepresentation of
young, compact radio objects in population studies (O’Dea &
Baum 1997; Reynolds & Begelman 1997; Czerny et al. 2009;
Kunert-Bajraszewska et al. 2010; An & Baan 2012). Also,
recent dynamical modeling of LOFAR radio source popula-
tions in the HETDEX field (Hardcastle et al. 2019) and in
the Lockman Hole (Shabala et al. 2020) show the need for a
large fraction of short-lived objects. Moreover, the duration
of the active radio phase may scale with jet power, such that
the low-power objects are shorter-lived and may stay com-
pact for most of their lifetime (Hardcastle et al. 2019; Capetti

et al. 2019; Kunert-Bajraszewska et al. 2020; Wołowska et al.
2021; Kharb et al. 2021). Such episodic jet activity is likely
the result of changes in the accretion rate of material onto
the SMBH regulated by the radiative or mechanical feedback
from the AGN. However, as shown in Wołowska et al. (2021)
and in this article, deep multi-epoch and multi-frequency
follow-up observations are needed to finally correctly clas-
sify sources because some contamination from the TDE phe-
nomenon is possible. Based on this work, we estimate the
TDE contamination rate to be 8% – 17% and the duration of
TDE radio emission to be at least several years. On the other
hand, a TDE was recently discussed as the possible cause of
episodic radio activity lasting even thousands of years (Read-
head et al. 2024; Sullivan et al. 2024). Such a short period
of radio activity, i.e., compared to large-scale radio galaxies,
allows for the development of a small, jetted radio structure
with a size of < 500 pc. These sources therefore remain com-
pact throughout their life and can be called young only in a
very early phase of their development (also see discussion in
section 4.5). The study of radio transient objects fits very
well into understanding the formation and evolution of ra-
dio sources and black hole – galaxy co-evolution. It remains
largely unexplored whether there are other physical condi-
tions required for jet production rather than changes in the ac-
cretion rate. This requires further, regular radio time-domain
observations of large areas of the sky, pushing to lower lu-
minosities and monitoring of objects that have already been
discovered as radio transients.

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The radio transient sources presented in this article were
discovered by comparing the NVSS and VLASS surveys.
The entire sample contains 24 sources, one of which was
identified as a quasar and the remaining ones as galaxies. All
these objects, except the quasar, belong to the local Universe
and have redshifts z < 0.3. We obtained multi-frequency and
high resolution radio observations of this sample using in-
struments such as VLA, VLBA, GMRT and LOFAR, the
conclusions of which are presented below.

• The studied sources are characterized by a significant
increase in their radio flux density after some period
of absence or marginal activity. The characteristics
of the radio emission found in the vast majority of
these objects, such as the convex shape of their spec-
tra, small size and high brightness temperature (not ex-
ceeding however the Compton catastrophe), are typical
for young GPS-type radio sources and indicative of an
AGN buried in the host galaxy.

• High-resolution VLBA observations reveal that about
half of our objects have a more extended, symmetrical
structure or more than one component with an indica-
tion of young radio jets, similar to what is observed in
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LINERs or Seyfert galaxies. Additionally, lower fre-
quency radio observations indicate the presence of ra-
dio emission on kiloparsec scales in a few objects. We
suggest this may be remnants of previous jet activity,
which we estimate to be ≲ 106 years old.

• In terms of radio luminosity, the transient sources are
much weaker than archetypal GPS objects and will
probably undergo a different life cycle than high lumi-
nosity radio sources. Based on the distribution of these
objects in power−size (P−D) and peak frequency−size
(νp − D) diagrams, we suggest that the low-luminosity
GHz-peaked radio transients (galaxies and quasars)
will develop into RI/RQ quasars and low-frequency
peaked-spectrum objects, as recently identified at MHz
frequencies.

• Most transient sources probably have low brightness
variability once they turn on. However, for about 30%
of the sources in our sample, the changes in radio
flux density are larger and have a decreasing nature.
In the case of one source, 101841−13, the analysis
of three epochs of 3 GHz VLASS observations con-
ducted in the period 2017 - 2023 reveals that it returned
to its pre-brightening radio luminosity level. These
radio changes are likely associated with the promi-
nent infrared flare recorded in WISE observations of
101841−13, based on which it has been classified as a
mid-infrared-selected TDE. In contrast, our analysis of
its radio and optical properties prior to the WISE and
radio flares indicate the presence of an AGN in the host
galaxy. We therefore speculate that the radio transient
behavior of 101841−13 may be the result of a short-
lived intrinsic accretion enhancement.

• We conclude that in the vast majority of our sources
the radio transient emission event is probably caused

by intrinsic changes in accretion properties, similar to
what is observed in changing-state AGNs, lasting sev-
eral decades or less. However, we cannot rule out the
possibility that a few of our sources may belong to the
rare class of radio-emitting TDEs. We estimate the
TDE contamination of our sample to be less than 17%.
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J. M. 2005, MNRAS, 358, 363
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APPENDIX

A. MAGNETIC FIELD

For the energy spectrum of radio-emitting electrons, we assume a single power-law

Ne(γ) = N0 γ
−p for γmin ≤ γ ≤ γmax , (A1)

with p ≃ 2 and γmax ≫ γmin, so that the electron energy density

Ue ≡

∫
mec2γNe(γ) dγ = mec2N0 ln(γmax/γmin) ≃ 10 mec2N0 . (A2)

We also define the equipartition ratio as

ηeq ≡
Ue

UB
≃

10 mec2N0

B2/8π
, (A3)

where B is the magnetic field intensity, and UB is the magnetic field energy density.
For such a power-law electron energy distribution, the synchrotron emissivity as measured in the source rest frame (denoted by

primes),

j′ν′ =
1

4π

∫
dγ P(ν′, γ)Ne(γ) , (A4)

where P(ν′, γ) is the spectral density of the synchrotron power emitted by a single electron, reads as

jν′ = a j(p)
e3

mec2

(
3e

4πmec

)(p−1)/2

N0B(p+1)/2ν′−(p−1)/2
≃ 0.1

(
3e7

4πm3
ec5

)1/2

N0B3/2ν′−1/2 , (A5)

where

a j(p) =
2(p−1)/2

√
3

8
√
π (p + 1)

Γ
(

3p−1
12

)
Γ
(

3p+19
12

)
Γ
(

p+5
4

)
Γ
(

p+7
4

) , (A6)

and a j(2) ≃ 0.1. Meanwhile, the SSA absorption coefficient (Ghisellini & Svensson 1991),

α′ν′ =
c2

8πmec2ν′2

∫
dγ γ2 P(ν′, γ)

d
dγ

[
γ−2Ne(γ)

]
, (A7)

reads as

α′ν′ = aα(p)
e3

m2
ec2

(
3e

4πmec

)p/2

N0 B(p+2)/2 ν′−(p+4)/2
≃ 0.15

3e4

4πm3
ec3

N0B2ν′−3 , (A8)

where

aα(p) =
2p/2
√

3
16
√
π

Γ
(

3p+2
12

)
Γ
(

3p+22
12

)
Γ
(

p+6
4

)
Γ
(

p+8
4

) , (A9)

and aα(2) ≃ 0.15.
The source-frame peak frequency in the self-absorbed synchrotron spectrum, ν′p, corresponds to the SSA optical depth of the

order of unity,
τν′p ≡ α

′
ν′p

R ≃ 1 , (A10)

where R is the linear size of the spherically symmetric (by assumption) source. Hence, from equation A3 and A8 it follows that:

B ≃

320π2 m4
ec5 ν′p

3

3e4 ηeq R

1/4

∼ 18 η−1/4
eq (1 + z)3/4

(
R
pc

)−1/4 ( νp

GHz

)3/4
mG , (A11)

where νp = ν
′
p/(1+ z) is the SSA-related peak frequency as measured in the observer frame. Note a very weak dependence of the

resulting magnetic field intensity on the source linear size, ∝ R−1/4, and not particularly strong dependence on the observed peak



23

frequency, ∝ νp
3/4. Also, the magnetic field intensity in the above expression does not depend explicitly on the observed flux, but

instead on the equipartition ratio, and even this scaling is rather weak, namely ∝ η−1/4
eq . As a result, for astrophysical sources in

approximate (by even orders of magnitude!) equipartition, ηeq ∼ 1, with linear sizes between 1 pc and 1 kpc, and the SSA-related
peak frequencies within the GHz range, the magnetic field intensity should always be of the order of B ∼ 10 mG.

At frequencies below the spectral peak, i.e. in the optically thick segment of the spectrum where τν′ ≫ 1, the synchrotron
specific intensity

I′ν′ =
j′ν′
α′ν′
= aI(p)

(
3e

4πm3
ec

)−1/2

B−1/2 ν′5/2 , (A12)

where aI(p) ≡ a j(p)/aα(p), and aI(2) ≃ 0.7. Meanwhile, the observed flux density is

S ν =
∫

dΩ Iν , (A13)

where dΩ = dA/d2
A for the angular diameter distance dA. Introducing next the angular size of the source as θ =

√
dA/dA, and

taking into account that
Iν = (1 + z)−3 I′ν′ , (A14)

we finally obtain
S ν = (1 + z)−3 θ2 I′ν′ . (A15)

Hence, for the optically thick segment of the synchrotron continuum and p = 2, one has

S ν ∼ 0.73 (1 + z)−1/2
(
ν

GHz

)5/2 ( B
mG

)−1/2 (
θ

mas

)2

[Jy] , (A16)

which recovers the well-known formula. Note also that the brightness temperature, TB, is defined through the relation

TB =
c2I′ν′
2k ν′2

, (A17)

so that for a spherically symmetric source

TB ∼ 1.38 × 1012 (1 + z)
(

S ν
Jy

) (
θ

mas

)−2 (
ν

GHz

)−2
K , (A18)

Finally, we note that the equipartition magnetic field as given in equation A11 with ηeq = 1, along with the flux density relation
as given in equation A16 for the peak frequency, S p ≡ S νp , and also the physical source size R = θ dA, recovers the relation B3
from Readhead et al. (2021) for p = 2, i.e. for the spectral index of the optically-thin segment of the synchrotron continuum
αthin = −(p − 1)/2 = −0.5, namely

θeq ∼ 2.1 (1 + z)7/17
(

S p

Jy

)8/17 (
dA

Gpc

)−1/17 ( νp

GHz

)−1
mas . (A19)
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B. FLUX DENSITY MEASUREMENTS

Flux density measurements of our sources from our follow-up observations performed with GMRT (Table 3) and VLA (Table
4). Additionally, Table 3 includes flux densities from the LOFAR survey for four sources (Shimwell et al. 2022). It is important
to note that all sources are unresolved at the angular resolution of GMRT and VLA. However, this is probably not the case for
LOFAR observations (see discussion in Section 4).

Table 3. Flux density measurements at low frequencies from LOFAR and GMRT.

Name LOFAR GMRT
144 MHz 402 MHz 609 MHz 648 MHz 687 MHz

[mJy] [mJy] [mJy] [mJy] [mJy]

024345−28 − 20.91±2.97 − 37.83±2.53 −

024609+34 − − − 0.77±0.32 −

031115+08 − 3.09±1.23 − 8.71±1.26 −

053509+83 − 2.00±0.93 − 3.42±0.63 −

064001+28 − − 25.47±2.25 − 26.72±2.28
071829+59 − − − 2.85±0.61 −

095141+37 0.90±0.10 − − 0.44±0.27 −

101841−13 − − − 1.52±0.45 −

105035−07 − − − 1.73±0.31 −

112940+39 1.60±0.20 − − − −

114101+10 − − − 1.36±0.57 −

121619+12 − − − 5.45±1.56 −

130400−11 − − − 1.99±0.81 −

150415+28 3.00±0.30† − − − −

155847+14 − − − 0.88±0.33 −

164607+42 8.80±0.70 − − − −

Note—† - The value of the flux density refers to the central source visible on the
LOFAR image (Figure 11). The flux densities of the other sources in 150415+28 are
as follows: 0.7±0.2 (east) and 2.8±0.4 (west).
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C. BROADBAND RADIO SPECTRA



27

Figure 10. The radio SEDs between 144 MHz and 16.9 GHz. The solid line shows the best-fit to the data with the modified power-law model
(Equation 1).
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D. LOFAR RADIO IMAGES

Figure 11 shows the radio images at 144 MHz for four sources observed with LOFAR (Shimwell et al. 2022).

Figure 11. The LOFAR 144 MHz images (yellow contours) overlaid on the SDSS i-band images for four objects. The presented contours have
the following values: 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, 3.5, 4.5 × 10−4Jy beam−1 (source 095141+37); 1.5, 2.0, 3.5, 5.5, 7.5 × 10−4Jy beam−1 (source 112940+39);
2.4, 4.0, 6.5, 10.0, 14.0 × 10−4Jy beam−1 (source 150415+28); 2.5, 3.5, 5.5, 7.5 × 10−4Jy beam−1 (source 164607+42) .
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E. MEASUREMENTS AND CALCULATIONS MADE ON THE BASIS OF VLBA OBSERVATIONS

Table 5 presents measurements and calculations made on the basis of VLBA observations at the frequency of 8.7 GHz.

Table 5. Results of VLBA observations.

Name θmaj × θmin S8.7 GHz TB Type Beq EV
[mas ×mas] [mJy] [K] [mG] [c]

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

024345−28 N 3.6 × 1.0 19.6 ± 1.0 1.1 ×108 D 22* 0.76
S 2.8 × 0.9 13.1 ± 0.7 1.0 ×108 − −

024609+34 5.4 × 0.8 14.8 ± 0.7 7.1 ×107 E 37 1.47
031115+08 2.7 × 0.5 12.9 ± 0.6 1.7 ×108 S 20 0.30
053509+83 C 3.3 × 0.3 7.1 ± 0.4 1.3 ×108 Cj 16 1.75
064001+28 C 2.7 × 0.4 5.8 ± 0.3 1.1 ×108 Cj 19* 0.16

W 3.6 × 0.5 4.0 ± 0.2 4.0 ×107 − −

070837+32 4.9 × 0.3 5.9 ± 0.3 8.5 ×107 E − 2.39
071829+59 2.3 × 0.6 17.4 ± 0.9 3.1 ×108 S 26 1.37
095141+37 1.5 × 0.5 11.1 ± 0.6 3.2 ×108 S 34 0.70
101841−13 4.8 × 0.9 0.6 ± 0.1 2.6 ×106 S 14 0.36
105035−07 1.9 × 0.5 3.0 ± 0.2 6.2 ×107 S − 0.68
110239−06 N 3.8 × 0.4 10.8 ± 1.1 3.1 ×108 T − 8.94

C 3.8 × 0.5 11.5 ± 2.6 2.3 ×108 40* −

S 3.7 × 0.4 11.1 ± 3.3 2.9 ×108 − −

112940+39 0.4 × 0.4 12.3 ± 0.6 2.2 ×109 S 41 0.20
114101+10 C 3.3 × 1.0 4.2 ± 0.4 2.6 ×107 Cj 28 1.09
121619+12 2.1 × 0.5 5.2 ± 0.5 1.0 ×108 S 18 0.37
130400−11 3.6 × 0.4 6.7 ± 0.7 1.1 ×108 S 31 1.10
150415+28 4.2 × 0.9 7.0 ± 0.7 3.6 ×107 E 41 0.59
155847+14 3.4 × 0.5 20.6 ± 2.1 2.2 ×108 S 31 0.37
164607+42 0.9 × 0.3 3.5 ± 0.4 2.7 ×108 S 25 0.11
180940+24 3.1 × 1.1 1.7 ± 0.2 9.3 ×106 S − 0.13
183415+61 2.6 × 0.3 12.7 ± 1.3 3.6 ×108 S 36 0.17
195335−04 1.2 × 0.3 7.9 ± 0.8 4.2 ×108 S 54 0.13
203909−30 8.3 × 0.8 4.0 ± 0.4 1.2 ×107 E − 0.93
223933−22 E 3.5 × 1.3 10.0 ± 1.0 4.5 ×107 D 71* 0.78

W 3.5 × 1.3 8.8 ± 0.9 3.8 ×107 − −

233058+10 1.8 × 0.5 1.7 ± 0.1 3.4 ×107 S 36 0.18

Note—The columns are marked as follows: (1) source name and component mark-
ings: C - central and the brightest component, N - northern, S - southern, E - east-
ern, W - western; (2) deconvolved major and minor axis of the component; (3) the
flux density; (4) the brightness temperature; (5) radio morphology classification:
Cj - Core-jet, D - double-lobed, E - extended structure, S - single component, T -
triple; (6) equipartition magnetic field, * - in the case of more than one component
the calculation was made for the brightest one; (7) lower limit on the expansion
velocity given in speeds of light.
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F. FLUX DENSITY MEASUREMENTS OF 064001+28 COMPONENTS

Table 6. Flux density measurements of the potential B and C components of 064001+28.

Name GMRT VLA αthin

648 MHz 1.5 GHz 3 GHz 6 GHz 10 GHz
[mJy] [mJy] [mJy] [mJy] [mJy]

B1 2.49±0.58 1.83±0.73 1.48±0.35 1.05±0.31 0.61±0.22 -0.46±0.06
B2 9.90±0.62 3.36±1.70 1.28±0.49 0.26±0.08 − -1.59±0.09
B3 7.24±0.93 2.08±1.23 0.96±0.23 0.18±0.06 − -1.57±0.13
C 10.74±0.64 5.07±2.21 2.03±0.84 0.52±0.19 − -1.30±0.10

Note—The value of αthin is the result of fitting a standard non-thermal power-law model
of the form S ν = aναthin to the measurements.

G. OPTICAL SPECTROSCOPY OF 101841−13

101841−13 was observed with the Palomar 200-inch Hale Telescope using Double Spectrograph (DBSP) on UT 2022 February
27. The on-source exposure times was 2 × 300 s and the observations were obtained through a slit with a width of 1.5 ′′, which
was comparable to the seeing at the time. The night was not photometric, and data reductions followed standard procedures using
IRAF.

We used the software package STARLIGHT5 to fit the galaxy continuum, measure the stellar velocity dispersion, and measure
emission line properties. STARLIGHT is an inverse stellar population synthesis code that recovers the stellar population of
a galaxy by fitting a pixel-by-pixel model to the observed spectrum. The spectrum was corrected for Galactic extinction by
adopting a Cardelli et al. (1989) extinction law with R = 3.1 and AV = 0.241 mag. The intensities of the emission lines were
measured by Gaussian fitting after subtracting the modeled stellar spectrum. The optical spectrum of 101841−13 is presented in
Figure 12 in red. The figure also includes the archival 2003 spectrum of this galaxy from the 6dF survey in black (Jones et al.
2004, 2009). Figure 12 also shows the radio and WISE infrared light curves with the date of our optical spectroscopic observation
indicated.

101841−13 does not show broad emission lines in either of these spectra. The narrow emission line flux ratios from the Palomar
spectrum are as follows: log([O III]/Hβ) = 0.649 ± 0.009, log([N II]/Hα) = −0.086 ± 0.018, log([S II]/Hα) = −0.357 ± 0.035,
log([O I]/Hα) = −0.827±0.046 and log(WHα) = 1.292±0.002. Note that none of these values should be strongly affected by the
non-photometric conditions of the observations. Ultimately, these values indicate accretion-driven photoionization. Therefore,
based on the BPT and WHAN diagrams (Baldwin et al. 1981; Kewley et al. 2006; Cid Fernandes et al. 2011), 101841−13
can be classified as a Seyfert 2 galaxy (Figure 13). The stellar velocity dispersion measured from the Palomar spectrum is
σ∗ = 104.3 ± 5.7km s−1. Using this value and the local MBH − σ∗ scaling relation (Kormendy & Ho 2013), we estimate the
black hole mass to be 2.7 ± 0.7 × 107 M⊙. The 6dF spectrum of 101841−13 is not flux calibrated, so its analysis using the
STARLIGHT code is not possible. Yet, based on the recorded counts, we estimate the line ratios from this spectrum as follows:
log([O III]/Hβ) < 0.8, log([N II]/Hα) < −0.15, log([S II]/Hα) < −0.38. These values should be robust given the relatively stable
sensitivity function over the small wavelength intervals for these pairs of lines. Next, we plot the line ratios of 101841−13 on
the BPT diagrams (Figure 13), showing that the sources is clearly located in the area occupied by AGNs. However, since these
estimates do not take into account the impact of extinction and stellar absorption in the Balmer lines, they should be treated with
caution and as upper limits, though, based on the Palomar spectrum, we speculate that including these caveats would be unlikely
to shift the source into the region of composite galaxies. We therefore infer that the clearly visible [O III], [N II] and [S II] lines in

5 www.starlight.ufsc.br

www.starlight.ufsc.br
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Figure 12. (Left): Palomar (red) and archival 6dF (black) optical spectra of 101841−13 with strong emission lines indicated. The left axis
shows the flux obtained from the (non-photometric) Palomar observations, and the right axis shows the uncalibrated flux in counts from the 6dF
observations. Small panels below zoom in on key absorption and emission line regions: Ca K and H lines (left), Hβ and [OIII] lines (middle),
and [NII], Hα and [SII] lines (right). Scaling of the 6dF spectrum was chosen as to fit the profiles of absorption and Balmer lines in Palomar
spectrum. (Right): Radio 3 GHz light curve (red points), WISE W1 (yellow) and W2 (green) light curves and NVSS 1.4 GHz emission (blue
point). The vertical red dashed line indicates the date of the Palomar spectroscopic observation.

Figure 13. BPT and WHAN diagrams (Baldwin et al. 1981; Kewley et al. 2006; Cid Fernandes et al. 2011) for 101841−13. The red circle
indicates values calculated based on measurements from the Palomar spectrum, and the black circle indicates upper limits estimated based on
the 6dF spectrum.

the 6dF spectrum of 101841−13 indicate the presence of underlying accretion already in the period before the radio and infrared
brightening of the source.
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H. HIGH-FREQUENCY RADIO IMAGES

Figure 14 is a continuation of the presentation of high-frequency images of our sources initiated in Figure 1. They are, from
left to right: NVSS 1.4 GHz, VLASS 3 GHz (first epoch) and VLBA 8.7 GHz.
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Figure 14. The following high-frequency images are presented from left to right: NVSS 1.4 GHz, VLASS 3 GHz (first epoch) and VLBA 8.7
GHz.
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