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ABSTRACT

Using the Very Long Baseline Array, we observed the active galactic nucleus (AGN) in NGC 3079
over a span of six months to test for variability in the two main parsec-scale radio components, A and
B, which lie on either side of the AGN. We found evidence for positional differences in the positions of
A and B over the six months consistent with the apparent motion of these components extrapolated
from older archival data, finding that their projected rate of separation, (0.040±0.003) c, has remained
constant since ∼ 2004 when a slowdown concurrent with a dramatic brightening of source A occurred.
This behavior is consistent with an interaction of source A with the interstellar medium (ISM), as
has previously been suggested in the literature. We calculated the amount of mechanical feedback on
the ISM for both the scenario in which A is an expulsion of material from the central engine and the
scenario in which A is a shock front produced by a relativistic jet, the latter of which is favored by
several lines of evidence we discuss. We find that the cumulative mechanical feedback on the ISM is
between 2× 1044 erg to 1× 1048 erg for the expulsion scenario or between 3× 1050 erg to 1× 1052 erg
for the jet scenario. Integrated over the volume-complete FRAMEx sample, our results imply that
jet-mode mechanical feedback plays a negligible role in the energetics of AGNs in the local universe.

Keywords: galaxies: active — galaxies: nuclei — radio continuum: galaxies — X-rays: galaxies galax-
ies: interactions

1. INTRODUCTION

The Fundamental Reference AGN Monitoring Exper-
iment (FRAMEx; Dorland et al. 2020), led by the U.S.
Naval Observatory, is an ongoing campaign to better un-
derstand the physical mechanisms that can affect the ap-
parent positions and morphologies of active galactic nu-
clei (AGNs) as a function of wavelength. In FRAMEx I
(Fischer et al. 2021), we observed a volume-complete
(D < 40 Mpc) sample of 25 nearby AGNs with a snap-
shot campaign using simultaneous observations with the
Very Long Baseline Array (VLBA) and Swift X-ray Tele-
scope (XRT). We found that the “fundamental plane” of
black hole activity (e.g., Merloni et al. 2003), which pur-
ports to unify the X-ray and radio luminosities of AGNs
and X-ray binaries through the black hole mass, breaks
down at high physical resolution. Moreover, despite all
FRAMEx AGNs having hard X-ray (14−195 keV) lumi-
nosities larger than 1042 erg s−1 by construction, only
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nine out of the 25 AGNs have detectable 6GHz radio
emission down to a depth of 20µJy at ∼ 3 mas (sub-
parsec) spatial scales. To explore the role of variabil-
ity in the sub-parsec regime, we followed FRAMEx I
with a 6-month VLBA and Swift XRT campaign that
observed the 9 detected sources in a 28 day cadence.
FRAMEx II (Fernandez et al. 2022) presented the re-
sults for NGC 2992 and found anti-correlated radio and
X-ray variability that is consistent with an outburst
from the accretion disk simultaneously increasing the
free-free absorption depth and the number of electrons
available for inverse-Compton scattering of UV photons.
The results of the six-month campaign for the remain-
ing FRAMEx AGNs are forthcoming. FRAMEx III
(Shuvo et al. 2022) explored the radio non-detections
from FRAMEx I using the VLBA with longer integra-
tion times, expanding the original sample with an ad-
ditional 9 objects that have redshift-independent dis-
tances consistent with our volume definition to improve
completeness. We found that, despite an observation
depth of 8µJy, the majority of the sample remained un-
detected at mas spatial scales, although five new detec-
tions were recorded bringing the total detection fraction
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Table 1.VLBA Observations of NGC 3079

Tint Fcenter Bandwidth Frange Restoring Beam Beam angle RMS RMStheoretical

Date (s) (GHz) (MHz) (GHz) (α× δ; mas) (deg) (µJy bm−1) (µJy bm−1)

Not Tapered

27 Jan 2020 3488 5.800318 384 5.612−5.996 4.46×3.51 -45.6 94 19

19 May 2020 3500 5.803460 384 5.612−5.996 4.01×2.57 -46.3 75 19

Tapered

27 Jan 2020 3488 5.799807 384 5.612−5.996 6.69×5.48 -25.3 161 19

19 May 2020 3500 5.803971 384 5.612−5.996 6.57×5.19 -33.1 199 19

Note—The calibrator J0956+5753 used for phase referencing. For tapered images to equal uv length of 48 Mλ

Table 2.6 GHz VLBA Measurements of NGC 3079

Observation Date Iν peak Fpeak log10(Lpeak / erg s−1) Sint Noise RMS

(mJy beam−1) (×10−16 erg s−1 cm−2) (mJy) (mJy)

Component A

Untapered

27 Jan 2020 38±2 22±1 37.82 64±3 0.094

19 May 2020 36±2 21±1 37.80 58±3 0.075

Tapered

27 Jan 2020 49±2 28±1 37.93 62±3 0.161

19 May 2020 46±2 26±1 37.90 56±3 0.199

Component B

Untapered

27 Jan 2020 6.7±0.3 3.9±0.2 37.07 9.5±0.5 0.094

19 May 2020 8.6±0.4 5.0±0.2 37.18 11.0±0.6 0.075

Tapered

27 Jan 2020 7.0±0.4 4.1±0.2 37.09 7.7±0.5 0.161

19 May 2020 8.7±0.4 5.0±0.3 37.18 9.6±0.6 0.199

Component C

27 Jan 2020 2.0±0.1 1.17±0.08 36.55 5.1±0.4 0.094

19 May 2020 1.9±0.1 1.12±0.07 36.53 3.8±0.3 0.075

Note—Measured peak and integrated flux values with 1σ uncertainties calculated using the task jmfit which uses

an elliptical Gaussian fitting algorithm. There is an additional uncertainty of 5% of the measured flux added in

quadrature to the 1σ to account for the absolute flux uncertainty of the VLBA. Measurements for tapered are

from a uv coverage of equal distance of 48 Mλ.
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to 14/34 (41%). The X-ray-based radio-loudness param-
eter RX ≡ LR/LX of these extremely radio-faint AGNs
showed an anti-correlation with Eddington ratio, similar
to the behavior found in X-ray binaries.
Continuing with the goals of FRAMEx, a major field

of ongoing research is examining how AGN “feedback”
affects host galaxies from their immediate surroundings
at parsec scales, upwards to kpc scales, and in rare in-
stances Mpc scales due to jets, outflows, or a combi-
nation of both. Quantifying on which scales feedback
occurs is critical to understanding the relationship be-
tween AGN activity and star formation, heating of the
inter-cluster medium, and the co-evolution of supermas-
sive black holes (SMBHs) and their host galaxies more
generally. Lister (2008) discusses some of the basic forms
of jet interactions with the surrounding medium at par-
sec scales where the jet is susceptible to external in-
teractions, falling into three classifications: bow shock-
hotspot interactions, cloud collisions, and entrainment.
With a sufficiently long temporal baseline of very long
baseline interferometry (VLBI) observations, the gen-
eration and evolution of these structures can be seen
directly, allowing for quantification of feedback mecha-
nisms on parsec scales.
Since the early 1980s, the AGN in NGC 3079 has been

observed multiple times using VLBI (e.g. Hummel et al.
1982; Irwin & Seaquist 1988; Haschick et al. 1990), in-
cluding several multi-frequency campaigns to probe
the core components of the AGN (e.g. Trotter et al.
1998; Sawada-Satoh et al. 2000; Kondratko et al. 2005).
Trotter et al. (1998) observed NGC 3079 with the
VLBA at 5 and 8 GHz in 1992 and 22 GHz in 1995
where they observed two compact sources (components
A and B). They also detected a third component (C )
that lies along the same axis as A and B (their Fig.
5) at 22 GHz, unfortunately they were unable to de-
tect component C at 5 or 8 GHz. At 22 GHz, the
emission from B is the dominating feature with an in-
tegrated flux of ∼16 mJy. Trotter et al. (1998) stated
that none of the sources detected appeared to mark the
nuclear engine, which was inferred from the presence of
water maser emission, and may only represent features
of a nuclear jet. Sawada-Satoh et al. (2000) observed
NGC 3079 with the VLBA at 1.4, 8.4, 15, and 22 GHz
in 1996. Due to the restoring beam of the VLBA at
1.4 GHz, components A and C appear as a single com-
ponent, while at 8.4 GHz the components A, B, and C
are resolved. Only the B component was detected at
15 and 22 GHz (their Fig. 1). In addition to these re-
sults, these studies have found the brighter off-nuclear
components A and B, to be increasing in separation.
Middelberg et al. (2007) observed the separating nuclear
components from 1999 to 2005 in C-band at 5 GHz. Us-
ing their observations with archival data, they found
the rate of separation of components A and B to be
declining. They attributed the slow down due to col-
lisions with the interstellar medium. Helmboldt et al.

(2007) observed NGC 3079 in 2006 and suggested the ra-
dio knots could be a compact supermassive binary black
hole system, but Tremblay et al. (2016) determined this
was not the case due to NGC 3079 not having two dis-
tinct compact radio cores that have a flat or inverted
spectrum. Component A has changed from steep to flat
spectrum while component B has remained inverted.
Since 2006, there have been only a few VLBA observa-

tions of NGC 3079, most of which have either instrumen-
tal effects, limited uv coverage, or low integration times
that preclude accurate measurements of the positions
and flux densities of components A and B. There were
three C-band observations and all three datasets con-
tained issues. The data from an observation in 2016 had
a low integration time and limited uv coverage, causing
a larger restoring beam where multiple nuclear compo-
nents appear as a single component. A 2019 observa-
tion, from the FRAMEx I snapshot, also suffered from
similar issues where the data suffered from instrumental
effects and only a single component was observed. We
also examined the EVN archive and found two observa-
tions, one in February 2019 and one in October 2019.
The observation in October requested time to study the
absorption line of OH at 6 GHz and not continuum.
The results from these observations have yet to be pub-
lished. This means there has not been any accurate
measurements of the ongoing separation of the nuclear
components A and B for ∼12 years. Considering that
the AGN in NGC 3079 has been observed previously
multiple times over ∼ 40 years, this provides an oppor-
tunity to study the interaction of the AGN with the sur-
rounding medium. In this work, we use the VLBA ob-
servations from our six-month campaign to dramatically
increase the baseline of VLBI observations of the AGN
in NGC 3079. From morphological and radio-loudness
considerations, we argue that the radio structures in the
inner few parsec of NGC 3079 are jet-powered, although
we consider an alternative, outflow scenario, and we es-
timate the amount of mechanical (kinetic) energy de-
posited on the interstellar medium (ISM) by radio-mode
feedback in both cases.

2. METHODOLOGY

As in Fischer et al. (2021), we used a redshift of z =
0.0037 and a distance D = 15.9 Mpc for NGC 3079,
which translates to an angular scale of 0.077 pc mas−1.

2.1. Very Long Baseline Array Observations

Through the U.S. Naval Observatory’s 50% timeshare,
we received observation time on the VLBA at 5 cm
(6 GHz) every 28 days (PI: T. Fischer). This be-
gan on December 31, 2019 and provided a total of
6 observations. We followed the same phase refer-
encing method described in Fischer et al. (2021) and
Fernandez et al. (2022). For our time-series observa-
tions, we requested an integration time of 1 hour with
all 10 antennas for NGC 3079. Unfortunately, on
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12/31/2019 and 04/21/2020 not all 10 antennas were
used. On 12/31/2019 antennas HN and OV did not par-
ticipate and on 04/21/2020 antenna MK did not partic-
ipate. From previous measurements (Middelberg et al.
2007), the separation rate of the nuclear components
A and B indicate that the observable separation will
be difficult to distinguish at our cadence. Therefore,
we present only the first and last observations from the
time series that utilized all 10 antennas to obtain the
highest flux sensitivity and consistent angular resolution
between epochs. Table 1 summarizes these observations.

2.1.1. Calibration & Imaging

We followed the same steps described in
Fernandez et al. (2022) to calibrate and image the
VLBA data of NGC 3079 using NRAO’s software pack-
age, Astronomical Image Processing System (AIPS)
(Greisen 2003), release 31DEC19. These steps corrected
for ionospheric delays, Earth orientation parameters,
sample threshold errors, instrument delays, bandpass,
amplitude, and parallactic angle. We flagged radio
frequency interference in both time and by frequency
using the tasks editr and wiper respectively. Next,
we calibrated the phase and absolute astrometry of our
data to the accuracy of the phase calibrator’s position
using a two-point interpolation function. The phase cal-
ibrator used for NGC 3079 is ICRF J095622.6+575355,
which has R.A. and decl. of α = 149.◦09431037(8),
δ = 57.◦89886214(3) in ICRF3 (Charlot et al. 2020),
where the parentheses denote the uncertainties (on the
order of 100 µas).
To image the calibrated data, we followed the same

steps outlined in Fernandez et al. (2022) using the AIPS
task imagr. Since the data have high S/N, we were
able to apply self-calibration to the images by first self-
calibrating on phase only, and then on a combination of
phase and amplitude using the AIPS task calib. This
was an iterative process where we used the new image as
a model for the subsequent calibration until the thermal
RMS noise could not be improved any further without
introducing artifacts and falling below theoretical RMS.
The final self-calibrated images were then used to ana-
lyze the flux densities of components A and B (we also
include the results for component C ).

2.1.2. Analysis

Similar to Fernandez et al. (2022), we used AIPS to
calculate the RMS noise with the task imean, then used
the task jmfit to calculate the peak and integrated flux
for components A, B, and C. Table 2 lists our measure-
ments.
To determine the separation between components A

and B and minimize the uncertainty in their position,
we needed to create additional images that had a con-
volved beam with equal major and minor axes, simi-
lar to what was done in Middelberg et al. (2007). This
is due to detecting complex source structures that are

resolved, making it problematic to accurately measure
source positions and their separation (see top of Fig. 1).
To account for source extent we used a taper of 48 Mλ in
the uv plane to obtain a nearly circular convolved beam
while making sure to use as much of the data as possible
and avoiding source confusion. To measure the separa-
tion, we constructed Monte Carlo simulations to esti-
mate the posterior distribution of the distance between
components A and B. This was done by performing an
initial fit of a two-dimensional, elliptical Gaussian func-
tion to each component (Figure 1). With this fit as a
source model, we produced background images with cor-
related noise by convolving an elliptical Gaussian beam
kernel with uncorrelated noise and adjusting the RMS
of this noise to match that of the data after convolution.
We first compared the separation of A and B based on
our initial fit from the elliptical Gaussian with that of
the measured separation between peak brightness of A
and B. For both observations, we obtained a difference
of < 0.3 pixels (< 0.24 mas).
While the source positions from the elliptical Gaus-

sian fits are therefore consistent with the peak posi-
tions within the uncertainties of the latter, we nonethe-
less considered pixel-to-pixel position uncertainty in our
Monte Carlo simulations by adding an independent ran-
dom value between -0.5 and 0.5 to the x position and
to the y position of the modeled fit. We repeated this
105 times, at each iteration adding correlated noise to
the source model and re-fitting each source. We also
found an archival image from the VLBA Imaging and
Polarimetry Survey (VIPS; Helmboldt et al. 2007) in
which NGC 3079 was observed on 19 June 2006 at
5 GHz. We repeated our Monte Carlo method using
this image and found that the difference between the
source separation using the fit model and that using the
peak-to-peak separation was also < 0.5 pix which was
consistent with our tapered data. We list our source sep-
aration measurements, along with their 90 % confidence
intervals (CIs), in Section 3.1.

2.2. X-ray observations

We requested observation time using the Swift X-Ray
Telescope (XRT) with Target of Opportunity (ToO)
(PI: N. Secrest) to be simultaneous with our VLBA
observations. The XRT has a PSF with half power
diameter of 18′′ at 1.5 keV with a positional accu-
racy of 3′′ and observes at an energy range from 0.2 −
10 keV. We requested an integration time of 1.8 ks
using Photon Counting (PC) mode and generated the
X-ray spectra using the online XRT product generator
(Evans et al. 2009), setting the source extraction coor-
dinates to the location of the VLBA sources. As de-
scribed in FRAMEx II, we were unable to obtain obser-
vations for February 2020 and April 2020. In any case,
we were not able to extract enough counts for X-ray
spectral fitting, likely because the AGN in NGC 3079
is Compton-thick. Fortunately, we found a 24 ks NuS-
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Figure 1. From our 6 GHz VLBA observations using our model fitting of radio core components A and B. Images are 64 × 64 mas,

centered on the core component A. Color bar is in units of mJy beam−1. Green ellipse is the convolved beam. Top Row: Un-tapered

observation on 19 May 2020 with included 15 × RMS contours. Both middle and bottom row images tapered to 48 Mλ in the uv plane to

constrain data as close to a circular convolved beam with included 10 × RMS contours. Middle Row: Observation on 27 Jan 2020. Bottom

Row: Observation on 19 May 2020.
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TAR observation taken serendipitously within a month
of our 19 May 2020 VLBA observation, providing a
quasi-simultaneous constraint on the 3 − 79 keV X-ray
luminosity of NGC 3079.

2.2.1. X-ray Analysis

As in Fernandez et al. (2022), we used xspec

v.12.11.1 (Arnaud 1996) software to perform the spec-
tral analysis. Since the AGN in NGC 3079 is Compton-
thick, we used a physically self-consistent fitting model
instead of a phenomenological combination of different
spectral components. Specifically, we used MYTorus
(Murphy & Yaqoob 2009) to fit the X-ray spectrum.
To robustly estimate the model errors and covariances,
the command chain was used to produce Monte Carlo
Markov Chains (MCMC) allowing us to obtain 90 % CI
for our model’s free parameters. Using the MCMCs to
estimate the posterior distributions of the constituent
model components (e.g., the power-law continuum), we
calculated the intrinsic X-ray flux and its uncertainty.
Our results are given in Section 3.2.

3. RESULTS

3.1. Separation of Radio Components A and B

The results for the observation on 19 June 2006 from
VIPS gave a separation between nuclear components A
and B of 28.13 ± 0.09 mas, where the uncertainty is
90 % CI and derived from the posterior distribution.
In our recent 27 Jan 2020 observation, the separation
is 30.1 ± 0.2 mas, while in our 19 May 2020 data it
is 30.4 ± 0.2 mas. We show the posteriors from these
latter two observations in Figure 2. We plot the sepa-
ration over time, including the 5 GHz separation mea-
surements from Irwin & Seaquist (1988), Trotter et al.
(1998), Kondratko et al. (2005), and Middelberg et al.
(2007), in the top panel of Figure 3, along with their cor-
responding integrated flux values in the bottom panel.
It is immediately clear that the slow-down of the A−B
separation reported in Middelberg et al. (2007), where
they measured projected velocities of (0.12 ± 0.02)c,
(0.08± 0.01)c, and (0.01± 0.02)c corresponding to two
periods of slowdowns, has continued to the present day,
and that there are step-like jumps in the brightness
of component A contemporaneous with this slow-down.
Given the sampling of the data and its uncertainties,
a polynomial fit is not statistically justified, so we in-
stead use a broken linear fit, with a linear component
for each jump in the brightness of source A. The com-
ponents of the this linear fit have projected velocities of
(0.13 ± 0.01)c, (0.08 ± 0.03)c, and (0.040± 0.003)c (al-
ternatively, (0.52± 0.02)mas yr−1, (0.3± 0.1)mas yr−1,
and (0.16± 0.01)mas yr−1) corresponding to the period
before 2000, 2000–2004, and 2004–present, respectively.
If we examined only the angular separation over time,
there is a possibility that only one slowdown took place
and fitting a two component broken linear fit could be

19 June 2006

27 January 2020

19 May 2020

Figure 2. Posterior distribution of projected offset between nu-

clear components A and B in NGC 3079. Top: For our analysis

of the data from Helmboldt et al. (2007). Middle: For our obser-

vation on 27 Jan 2020. Bottom: For observation on 19 May 2020.
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Figure 3. 5 GHz archival data points are hollow markers while

our 6 GHz data are filled circles. Top: Separation of core com-

ponents A and B from NGC 3079. Black dashed line indicates

a broken linear fit with 3 slopes corresponding to the separate

brightening. Bottom: Integrated flux over time.

justified. When comparing the χ2
Red between the two-

and three- component fits, this resulted in a value of
4.34 and 4.19 respectively. Given the previous physical
changes seen in component A (two jumps in brightness
that were co-temporal with the apparent slow downs)
along with providing a better χ2

Red, this provided enough
evidence in favor of the three-component fit and was
used to calculate the projected separation rate of the
radio components A and B. Finally, the brightness tem-
peratures of A and B are Tb ∼ 109 K and Tb ∼ 108 K,
respectively, indicating compact synchrotron emission.

3.2. Radio-Loudness

After fitting the NuSTAR data using the physical MY-
Torus model and obtaining the Markov chains, the best-
fit normalization of the intrinsic power-law is 6+6

−3×10−3

photons keV−1 cm−2 s−1 at 1 keV, with a photon index
of Γ = 1.6+0.1

−0.1, and a neutral hydrogen column density

of NH = 1.8+0.2
−0.2 × 1024 cm−2 (all uncertainties corre-

spond to the 90 % CIs). The corresponding 2–10 keV
X-ray flux is 3+2

−1 × 10−11 erg s−1 cm−2 before absorp-

tion, which gives a luminosity of 9+2
−1 × 1041 erg s−1 or

log(LX / erg s−1) ∼ 42.
When it comes to determining the ratio for the radio-

loudness parameter, there is a source of ambiguity. The
radio-loudness parameter was derived using AGN core
radio luminosities at different spatial scales. The C-
band observations with the VLA are at a resolution of
. 1′′, which is unable to resolve any of the core nuclear
components, while the VLBA observations are at a res-
olution of ∼ 2 mas, which resolves out any extended
emission and may contain multiple nuclear radio com-
ponents. Additionally, there is ambiguity as to what
constitutes the radio core, where at mas scales the ap-
parent position of the core is frequency-dependent be-
cause of synchrotron self-absorption (Plavin et al. 2019)
which appears as a ‘core shift’. Therefore, depend-
ing on which spatial scale is used, this can drastically
change the result of RX . A majority of the sources
used in determining the radio-loudness parameter of -
4.5 in Terashima & Wilson (2003) were from VLA ob-
servations (11 objects) and a small minority were from
VLBA observations (4 objects) where all sources are
within 60 Mpc. In other words, at these distances, the
VLA is probing both the parsec scale (compact) and
kpc scale (extended) radio emission. This means that
if there are multiple nuclear compact radio sources, the
VLA is unable to resolve them out and is therefore ob-
serving the sum of all radio emission that can be de-
tected by the VLA’s convolved beam. Since a large
statistical representation of the sources used in deter-
mining the radio-loudness parameter log(RX) > −4.5 is
from VLA observations, we therefore summed the lu-
minosities from each nuclear component observed by
the VLBA (A and B from our tapered images) and
find log(RX) = −4.0. By the log(RX) > −4.5 radio-
loudness threshold established in Terashima & Wilson
(2003), NGC 3079 is therefore radio-loud. Similarly, us-
ing a VLA observation, Chiaraluce et al. (2019) found
the ratio log(RX) = −4.4, which would also imply that
NGC 3079 is radio-loud given the delineation of -4.5.
For the purpose of this analysis, the exact demarcation
of what is considered radio-loud vs radio-quiet is not as
important as the relative differences between RX (mea-
sured in the same way) for the full FRAMEx sample. In
other words, those objects with a higher RX are more
likely to be jet-powered than those with lower RX value
even if RX is biased or ambiguous in some way.
There is evidence that suggests, based on the pres-

ence of water maser emission, that the true position
of the central engine lies between components C and
B (Trotter et al. 1998; Kondratko et al. 2005) suggest-
ing that the radio emission is due to the presence
of a jet. Figure 6 in Kondratko et al. (2005) shows
what is described as maser emission tracing a nearly
edge-on molecular disk at the position of the AGN.
In Middelberg et al. (2007), they found the 5 GHz to
15 GHz spectral index of component A changed from
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steep spectrum to flat spectrum over 3 observations from
1999 to 2000 (α = 1.07, 0.90, and 0.27 respectively,
with Sν ∝ ν−α) while component B remained inverted
(−1.02, −0.97, and −1.00 respectively).
It is therefore likely that the central engine lies some-

where between radio knot A and B, which are cur-
rently separated by a projected distance of ∼ 2 pc.
If NGC 3079 were at a higher redshift or observed at
a lower spatial resolution, such as with the VLA, it
would be indistinguishable from that of an AGN core.
This means the radio emission in radio-loud AGNs may
not correspond solely to the central engine (true core)
and be mostly due to the effect it has on the sur-
rounding medium due to feedback mechanisms. This
would mean the radio emission observed in NGC 3079
does not correspond to the central engine and also does
not preclude it from being validly classified as radio-
loud. However, Chiaraluce et al. (2019) suggests that
the log(RX) > −4.5 criterion is too low and a better pa-
rameter to follow is a ratio log(RX) = −2.755 found by
Panessa et al. (2007). Additional evidence that suggests
this may be the case is presented in Shuvo et al. (2022).
In general, the radio-loudness of an object can be used
to estimate if its radio emission is powered by a relativis-
tic jet if the jet itself is difficult to distinguish, due to
distance, lack of resolution, or a lack of beaming. As the
hard X-ray emission is produced nearest to the SMBH
in the compact corona, the VLBA probes a spatial scale
more causally connected to the immediate accretion rate
inferred from the hard X-rays. Radio emission within
the sub-parsec to parsec scales resolved by the VLBA
therefore provides a more co-temporal picture of the ra-
tio between the mechanical output of the AGN and its
radiative output. Regardless of which RX criterion is
used, the radio-loudness of NGC 3079 compared to the
rest of the volume-complete FRAMEx sample suggests
that its nuclear radio emission is jet-driven.

4. DISCUSSION

When we compared our measured separation rate of
NGC 3079’s nuclear core components A and B with
Middelberg et al. (2007), we find the slow down is not as
extensive as previously measured. Their measured sep-
arations from 2004 to 2006 are within each other’s un-
certainty, meaning their measured separation rate was
limited by the short spacing between observations. This
caused their calculated separation rate to appear slower
than the actual separation. Since our new observations
took place over 10 years after the previously measured
observations, we provide a more accurate depiction of
how components A and B are separating. It is clear
based on the changes in luminosity and spectral index of
component A to a more flat spectrum (Middelberg et al.
2007), A has impacted a more dense region of the sur-
rounding ISM. Meanwhile, component B has retained
an inverted spectrum while the luminosity has reduced

over time. This indicates only A has undergone a recent
change in its interaction with the ISM.

4.1. Mechanical Feedback

The apparent motion of source A, indicated both by
the increasing A−B separation and the dramatic bright-
ening of A associated with a slowing of the A−B sepa-
ration, implies AGN-driven kinematics, in which kinetic
energy from a jet or wind is deposited into the ISM.
There are generally two modes of mechanical feedback:
jet-mode and wind-mode, the latter being the uncol-
limated deposition of kinetic energy from an energetic
particle accretion disk wind, but the degree of collima-
tion varies and there may be large, relatively compact
masses of material ejected from the AGN accretion disk
in discrete events, analogous to the coronal mass ejec-
tions seen in stars (e.g., Fernandez et al. 2022).
Given the compact nature of A, we quantitatively as-

sess the jet and compact wind-driven mass scenarios
here. In the jet scenario, source A is a shock front prop-
agating away from the AGN as the jet drills into the
ISM. The collimated jet itself, not being highly beamed,
is much less luminous, although there is a faint possibly
linear feature connecting source C to source A visible
in the residual image of Figure 1 that supports the ex-
istence of a jet, as is predicted if radio-loudness is a
hallmark of jet activity. The synchrotron emission in
source A is generated from in situ production of rela-
tivistic electrons by the jet shocking the ISM, unlike the
compact mass scenario in which a specific blob of mate-
rial is physically propagating away from the AGN.
The average power in synchrotron radiation emitted

by a single, relativistic electron with an isotropic pitch
angle distribution is (as reviewed in Condon & Ransom
2016):

〈P 〉 =
4

3
σTβ

2γ2cUB (1)

where UB = B2

8π is the magnetic energy density, σT is
the electron Thompson cross section, γ is the Lorentz
factor, and β ≡ v

c . For synchrotron emission from an
electron, we estimated γ using

γ ≈

(

2πmecν

eB

)1/2

(2)

where ν is the observed frequency (Condon & Ransom
2016). Sebastian et al. (2019) calculated the minimum
magnetic field strength of the host disk of NGC 3079
by fitting models with different volume filling factors to
their observational data. They found a magnetic field
strength of 35.9 µG for a filling factor of 1, 43.8 µG
for a filling factor of 0.5, and 500 µG for a filling factor
of 10−4. Using these magnetic field strength estimates
in Equation 2, in order for an electron to produce syn-
chrotron emission, γ must be approximately equal to
7600, 6880, and 2040 respectively. These values appear
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to be appropriate given relativistic simulations that re-
produce synchrotron emission at radio frequencies where
the electron Lorentz factors used are between 10 to 105

(γ ∼ 104 used in Nolting et al. 2019; Yates-Jones et al.
2021). After combining Equations 1 and 2 with the es-
timated magnetic field strengths, we found the power
from each electron to be 7.9 × 10−17 erg s−1, 9.6 ×
10−17 erg s−1, and 1.1 × 10−15 erg s−1 respectively.
Taking the ratio of the observed luminosity with the cal-
culated power for an electron gives an estimate to the
number of electrons needed in order to produce the lu-
minosity observed. With the estimated number of elec-
trons for different magnetic field strengths, we are able
to estimate a range of mass of the shocked electrons in
component A to be between Me = 4 × 10−8 M⊙ and
Me = 5× 10−7 M⊙.
Using the estimated total electron mass, we calcu-

lated the mechanical energy deposited into the interstel-
lar medium by the jet acting on component A. As the
shocks act on in situ electrons, the initial average net
velocity of the electrons can be assumed to be ∼ 0, so
the relativistic motions of the electrons along magnetic
field lines is powered by the mechanical energy deposited
on the ISM by the jet. Then, the total kinetic energy,
expressed as mechanical power is:

PK = 2Mec
2(γ − 1) (3)

whereMe is the total mass of shocked electrons as calcu-
lated above and γ is their Lorentz factor. We treat the
ISM as having an equal number of protons and electrons
in bulk, where the protons absorb as much kinetic energy
from the jet on average, giving the factor of 2. Given the
range of mass from the magnetic field estimates, the me-
chanical power is between 3× 1050 erg and 1× 1052 erg.
This is within an order of magnitude of the total average
kinetic energy from supernovae (∼ 1051 erg). Based on
the magnetic field estimates, the lifetime of synchrotron
radiation is larger than > 104 yr (Condon 1992), which
implies that the energy calculated here is the cumula-
tive amount of kinetic feedback from the AGN given
the apparent motion of the shock and its proximity to
the AGN. Because we are probing the AGN with the
VLBA there is undoubtedly some larger-scale emission
that is resolved out. This can be seen when we com-
pared the luminosity of previous VLA A-configuration
observations at 5 GHz from the literature (provided in
Table 4 of Fischer et al. 2021) with the total luminosity
from all nuclear components added together from our
VLBA observations, the ratio between the two is 1.25.
As mentioned earlier, there is also the possibility that

component A is hot plasma ejected from the AGN that
has been continuously propagating away from the cen-
tral engine and collided with a denser region of the ISM
during the epoch ∼ 2000− 2006 slow-down/brightening
period (Figure 3). In this picture, the faint possAC-
KNOWLEDGMENTSibly linear feature could be the

trail of the ejected hot plasma from previous shocks, and
the kinetic energy difference ∆KE captures how much
energy is being dumped into the surrounding ISM. We
calculated the relativistic ∆KE by using the projected
separation velocity from before and after the collision,
with the mass estimates of component A assuming that
it is composed purely of electrons. This resulted in a
range of ∆KE between 2 × 1044 erg and 1 × 1045 erg.
In reality, component A is most likely composed of both
electrons and protons, but only the electrons are respon-
sible for synchrotron emission. These numbers are there-
fore a lower limit on the total amount of kinetic feedback
component A is having on the surrounding ISM. For
the case where there is an equal number of protons and
electrons that make up component A, the ∆KE range
is from 3 × 1047 erg to 1 × 1048 erg. Since determin-
ing the exact composition of component A is difficult,
there is also the possibility component A contains more
protons than electrons. If this is the case, the range
2× 1044 erg to 1× 1048 erg is a better lower limit to the
total amount of kinetic feedback A could be having on
the surrounding medium.

4.2. Comparing Feedback Mechanisms

In order to better understand and contextualize the
effects of AGN-driven, jet-mode feedback on host galax-
ies, we can leverage the fact that NGC 3079 is part of
a volume-complete sample to roughly assess the over-
all importance of jet-mode, wind-mode, and radiative-
mode feedback in the interactions between AGNs and
their host galaxies, at least in the local universe. Given
the considerations previously discussed, we favor the jet
interpretation for the radio emission in NGC 3079. This
being the case, NGC 3079 joins NGC 1052 as the jet-
driven, radio-loud members of the FRAMEx sample.
For NGC 1052, we scaled the KE of NGC 3079 (KE
from weakest magnetic field strength estimate 35.9 µG)
by the ratio of their 6 GHz radio luminosities, a factor
of 17. Applying this to the mechanical power in compo-
nent A, we find the value for NGC 1052 to be ∼ 1053 erg,
which is within an order of magnitude of the value
(1.3 ± 0.9) × 1053 erg recently found by Cazzoli et al.
(2022) using MUSE data. Then, the mean mechani-
cal energy from jet-mode feedback across the FRAMEx
sample is ∼ 1051 erg. This is equivalent to the total
average KE from a supernova.
The energetics of wind-mode and radiative feedback

can be estimated from the bolometric luminosities of
the full FRAMEx sample, which can in turn can be esti-
mated from the hard X-ray luminosities. We used Equa-
tion 1 in Temple et al. (2023) with the 14–195 keV lu-
minosities listed in Fischer et al. (2021) to estimate the
bolometric luminosities of the FRAMEx sample. With
the estimates of the jet-mode mechanical feedback from
NGC 3079 and NGC 1052 in hand, we can exploit the
volume completeness of the FRAMEx sample to assess
the relative importance of jet-mode feedback in the local
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universe. As we have seen, NGC 1052 dominates the jet-
mode energy budget, with a total feedback of ∼ 1053 erg.
While this amount of energy would take ∼ 500 yr to
reach given the bolometric luminosity of NGC 1052, if
we compare the summed jet-mode feedback energy from
NGC 1052 and NGC 3079, the only two radio-loud ob-
jects in this volume, with the summed bolometric lumi-
nosities of all the AGNs in the volume (∼ 1045 erg s−1),
we find that it only requires ∼ 3 yr for the total, non-
jet bolometric output of the AGNs to reach the same
amount of energy as their total, jet-mode output. We
have seen that, at least for NGC 3079, the energy from
the jet has taken ∼ 70 yr to build in the ISM, given
the much longer synchrotron cooling times (> 104 yr;
Condon 1992). As the radio source in NGC 1052 is ob-
viously much older than ∼ 3 yr, and likely at least as
old as the source in NGC 3079, this implies that, on
average, the jet-mode energy feedback from AGNs in
the local universe is of order a few percent of their total
bolometric output, indicating that jet-mode feedback is
relatively unimportant. A potential caveat of this state-
ment is that there could be older radio lobes and shock
relics on larger scales than our VLBA observations are
sensitive to. However, given the relatively compact ra-
dio morphologies seen in archival VLA data (Figure 3
in Fischer et al. 2021), this appears not to be the case.
Defining a volume-complete sample has allowed us to
integrate over a statistically representative sample of
AGNs, allowing for detailed single-object studies such
as our study of NGC 3079 to directly inform our under-
standing of the wider role of AGNs in their environments
and host galaxies.
We also examined the amount of wind power that

is generated to compare with our results from jet-
mode feedback in order to probe the total mechani-
cal feedback of NGC 3079. In order to estimate this,
we started from first principles of accretion disks from
Shakura & Sunyaev (1973) and created a surface tem-
perature profile using a MBH = 106.38M⊙ (provided
in Table 1 of Fischer et al. 2021). Using this tempera-
ture profile, we calculated a range of specific luminosi-
ties Lν for a range of frequencies. Lν was then nor-
malized using the intrinsic 2500 Å luminosity estimated
from the 2 keV luminosity using the αOX relationship
from Lusso et al. (2010). The normalized Lν was then
used to calculate the amount of kinetic energy imparted
on outer disk protons and electrons via Compton scat-
tering, accounting for relativistic effects using conser-
vation of energy. Examining the difference in amount
of power lost due to a final scattering off of either a
proton or electron, yields the total amount of power of
the wind (Pwind ∼ 4 × 1038 erg s−1). Using the ini-
tial projected separation velocity of components A and
B, we estimated the amount of time elapsed since the
separation began with that of our most recent observa-
tion (∼ 70 yr). Therefore the amount of energy released
from wind mode feedback since the separation began

is ∼ 9 × 1047 erg. This is inline with the wind driven
scenario discussed towards the end of 4.1.
In order to determine the possible mechanisms at work

in NGC 3079, we then examined the Eddington ratio
(λEdd = Lbol/LEdd). First, in order to calculate the
bolometric luminosity of the AGN in NGC 3079, we used
the bolometric estimate equation from Temple et al.
(2023) and the 14-195 keV luminosity from FRAMEx
I. Then we calculated the Eddington luminosity for a
log(MBH/M⊙) = 6.38 in order to find the Eddington
ratio and found λEdd ∼ 0.02. As a check, we used
the bolometric luminosity log(Lbol/L⊙) = 10.03± 0.25
calculated from MIR (Gruppioni et al. 2016). For a
log(MBH/M⊙) = 6.38, we found λEdd = 0.136. This
means even on the upper end, the λEdd < 0.2 for the
AGN in NGC 3079. Giustini & Proga (2019) suggests
an AGN with λEdd at this regime (10−3 . λEdd . 10−1)
is dominated by an optically thick and geometrically
thin accretion disk where radiation-driven disk wind is
unable to form and feedback is mainly radiative and
jet emission is suppressed compared to lower Edding-
ton ratios. Those AGNs with 10−6 . λEdd . 10−3

are expected to be magnetically dominated with high-
velocity collimated radio jets with a low velocity outer
wind, while AGNs with λEdd & 0.25 are said to be
wind-dominated. Zhu et al. (2022) also comes to a
similar conclusion through two-dimensional simulations,
where they studied large-scale dynamics of accretion
disk winds driven by line force. They found that for
black hole masses < 107 M⊙ and a λEdd = 0.3, the
strength of the winds kinetic energy is substantially
weaker at larger radii and unable to provide a suf-
ficient amount of feedback to affect the host galaxy.
Marziani et al. (2018) suggests outflow velocities are re-
lated more to the Eddington ratio than black hole mass
or luminosity. Where at low accretion rates (< 0.2),
they propose there is a partly failed wind with a geomet-
rically thin accretion disk. This appears to be consistent
with what is observed in NGC 3079 given a λEdd ∼ 0.02.
Due to the nature of the volume-complete sample, this
would indicate all AGNs in the local universe with sim-
ilar Eddington ratios may also be dominated by other
forms of feedback (i.e. radiative feedback).
There is another object in the FRAMEx I volume-

complete sample that has similar characteristics to
NGC 3079. The AGN in NGC 1068, at a distance sim-
ilar to NGC 3079, is also a Compton-thick source, also
contains multiple nuclear radio components, and has a
similar bolometric luminosity (Fischer et al. 2021). In a
recent publication, Fischer et al. (2023) explores appar-
ent motion in some of the radio knots in NGC 1068, but
unlike NGC 3079 they conclude that the radio knots are
most likely pseudo-motions due to changes in the dens-
est regions in a much larger, extended radio structure
that is otherwise resolved out by the VLBA. This behav-
ior is more likely to be due to AGN winds or radiative
feedback, instead of jet-mode feedback as we infer for
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NGC 3079. The reasons why we do not conclude that a
similar process is occurring in NGC 3079 are as follows.
First, NGC 3079 has been observed at mas scales multi-
ple times over a span of ∼ 40 years and only radial, lin-
ear motion away from the maser-inferred position of the
AGN has been seen. This is not the expected behavior
for pseudo-motion, in which regions dense enough to be
detected by VLBI observations randomly condense out
of the extended radio emission, leading to non-radial
or tangential motions. Second, we know a priori that
NGC 3079 is much more radio-compact on larger scales
than NGC 1068. In FRAMEx I, we found that, while the
ratio of VLA (A-configuration) to VLBA C-band inte-
grated fluxes is∼ 3 (and around 1.25 using the data from
this work), the same ratio for NGC 1068 is ∼ 400. In
other words, NGC 1068 is over two orders of magnitude
more radio-extended than NGC 3079, given that they
are at nearly the same distance (∼ 16 Mpc), consistent
with radio emission in NGC 1068 being primarily driven
by an uncollimated wind. Additionally, while we find a
faint, potentially linear feature along historical trajec-
tory of source A, no such feature is present in NGC 1068.
Finally, only NGC 1068 has a source detected at C-band
with the VLBA coincident with its assumed AGN core
position, while NGC 3079 is undetected at the AGN
position inferred from maser emission, implying differ-
ent core radio production mechanisms. If NGC 3079 is
indeed producing a jet as the evidence suggests, then
the apparent radio silence of the core may be due
to synchrotron self-absorption, free-free absorption, or
a combination of both. Nonetheless, NGC 1068 and
NGC 3079 also have similar bolometric luminosities (es-
timated using their hard X-ray luminosities) and SMBH
mass, which means they have similar Eddington ratios.
Given the differences discussed above regarding the pos-
sible physical mechanisms at play with NGC 1068 and
NGC 3079, this is somewhat surprising. One explana-
tion is that the SMBH mass of NGC 3079 is actually
larger than we have assumed. Indeed, there is consid-
erable variance in literature estimates of NGC 3079’s
SMBHmass, ranging between 106 and 108 M⊙ (106, 108,
106, 107.2, 108.2; Kondratko et al. 2005; Lamperti et al.
2017; Gliozzi et al. 2021; Osorio-Clavijo et al. 2022;
Tanimoto et al. 2022). Given this range of masses, the
Eddington ratio could be two orders of magnitude less
than that of NGC 1068. If this is the case, it could help
explain the differences in physical mechanisms inferred
for the two objects and add to the evidence in favor of a
jet-mode feedback scenario for the AGN in NGC 3079.

4.3. Possible Scenarios for the Nuclear Component B

The balance of the evidence is that source A is propa-
gating through the ISM, brightening or dimming as the
density of the intervening material changes, driven by a
likely jet seen as a faint linear structure connecting A
to the position of the AGN somewhere near C. In this
scenario, component B does not appear to be moving, a

conclusion supported by the relative stability of its lu-
minosity (see bottom of Fig. 3). We note, however, that
B has an inverted spectrum (Middelberg et al. 2007),
which argues against it being relic emission from an ear-
lier accretion event or supernova. One possible expla-
nation is that B is the termination point of a frustrated
jet. A second, less likely scenario is based on the recent
work of Baczko et al. (2022), who examined NGC 1052
and found that the emission gap between the base of
the jet had a highly inverted radio spectral index and
indicated this was due to an obscuring molecular torus
causing free-free absorption. In this case, component
B may be at or near the base of the jet and is being
obscured by the torus. Source A would therefore be ma-
terial from an older ejection from the central engine. We
view this scenario as less likely because of the position of
water maser emission between A and B, which suggests
that the AGN core lies between these two sources. This
was shown in Kondratko et al. (2005) where they found
blue-shifted and red-shifted maser emission that traces
a nearly edge on molecular disk about a pc in radius and
aligned with the kpc scale molecular disk.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have presented an analysis of the ra-
dio knot kinematics in NGC 3079, one of two radio-loud
members of the volume-complete FRAMEx sample. Us-
ing new VLBA observations, we found the current pro-
jected rate of separation between the two main knots A
and B to be (0.040±0.003)c. This is consistent with pre-
vious work, but our observations significantly increase
the temporal baseline of VLBI monitoring of NGC 3079.
The brightening of component A co-temporal with an
apparent reduction in its velocity suggests that A marks
an interaction of the AGN with a more dense ISM. We
have considered two scenarios for the nature of the ra-
dio knot kinematics: shocking of the ISM by an other-
wise radio-faint jet, and bulk motion of radio-emitting
plasma ejected from the AGN. Our primary conclusions
are as follows:

1. If the radio knots are jet-powered, then the cumu-
lative amount of kinetic feedback on the surround-
ing medium is between 3×1050 erg to 1×1052 erg.
This scenario is supported by the presence of a
faint linear feature seen in our VLBA observations
connecting component A to the inferred position
of the AGN, and is also predicted by the physical
picture in which radio-loudness is a consequence
of relativistic jets. If the radio knots are ejected
plasma, then the cumulative kinetic feedback is
between 2 × 1044 erg to 1 × 1048 erg, depending
on the composition of component A, vastly lower
than in the jet scenario.

2. Since the projected separation velocity was ini-
tially ∼ 0.13c, the appearance of a possible linear



12 Fernandez et al.

feature in the residual image from the model sub-
tracted from the data in Fig. 1, a log(RX) = −4.0
suggesting that NGC 3079 is radio-loud, the scaled
total KE from the jet-mode feedback scenario of
the AGN in NGC 3079 to the AGN in NGC 1052
(a well known radio-loud jetted AGN) is consis-
tent with the KE found in the literature, and a
λEdd ∼ 0.02 suggesting a failed or weak wind
that is insufficient in producing the amount of me-
chanical feedback needed to affect the host galaxy,
therefore the evidence points towards the jet-mode
scenario.

3. As NGC 3079 is the only member of the volume-
complete FRAMEx sample of local AGNs other
than the radio-loud NGC 1052 to exhibit the likely
jet-powered radio knot kinematics shown here, our
results indicate that the amount of mechanical en-
ergy produced by jet-mode feedback and wind-
mode feedback with Eddington ratio ∼ 0.02, ap-
pear to not be as significant as other modes of
feedback (i.e. radiative feedback) for AGNs in the
local universe.

Further understanding the effects of mechanical feed-
back from AGNs can inform the overall importance of
feedback and its role on galaxy formation and bulges.
This can also inform what role mechanical feedback
has on ISM/IGM heating in AGNs. For wind-mode
feedback, King & Pounds (2015) suggests small scale
momentum-driven outflows (thermal energy is lost to

cooling and only ram pressure is conserved) that in-
teract with a small central part of the bulge sets the
critical M − σ black hole mass. Where energy-driven
outflows (wind shock energy is conserved and shocked
wind is expanding adiabatically) are global and expand
out to greater scales to produce large-scale molecular
outflows that can sweep up and clear the galaxy of gas.
As for jet-mode feedback, Fabian (2012) reviewed differ-
ent types of AGN feedback, where jet-mode feedback can
create bubbles of relativistic plasma on either side of the
nucleus and affect the surrounding interstellar medium.
As part of a volume-complete sample, NGC 3079, along
with NGC 1052, therefore provides a direct view into
mechanical feedback from AGNs in the local universe.
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