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ABSTRACT
Radial gradients of the brightness temperatures along the parsec-scale jets of Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) can be used to
infer the energy balance and to estimate the parameter range of physical conditions in these regions. In this paper, we present
a detailed study of the brightness temperature gradients and geometry profiles of relativistic jets of 447 AGN based on 15 GHz
Very Long Baseline Array observations performed between 1994 and 2019. We used models of the jet structure using two-
dimensional Gaussian components and analysed variations in their brightness temperatures and sizes along the jets. The size
of the jet components, R, increases with projected distance from the jet base, r, as R ∝ r1.02±0.03, i.e., typically following
a conically expanding streamline and therefore indicating that the size of jet components is a good tracer of jet geometry.
The brightness temperature gradients along the jets typically follow a power-law Tb ∝ r−2.82±0.07. Half of the sample sources
show non-monotonic R(r) or Tb(r) profiles and their distributions were characterised by a double power-law model. We found
at least six scenarios to explain the enhancement of the brightness temperature by a presence of inhomogeneities (shocks,
jet recollimation) or curvature effects (helical structures, helical magnetic field, non-radial motion, bent jets). Our results are
consistent with the scenario that the jet features can be simplified as optically thin moving blobs. In the sources demonstrating
transition from a conical to parabolic jet shape, the gradient of the Tb(R) changes at the position of the break consistent with the
model of magneto-hydrodynamic acceleration.

Key words: galaxies: active — galaxies: jets — quasars: general — BL Lacertae objects: general — techniques: interferometric

1 INTRODUCTION

Relativistic jets observed in the centers of Active Galactic Nuclei
(AGNs) are believed to be driven by accreting supermassive black
holes (Rees et al. 1982). Numerical simulations indicate that under-
standing the jet launch requires magnetohydrodynamical processes
and dynamically important magnetic fields (Meier et al. 2001; McK-
inney 2006; Zamaninasab et al. 2014). Nevertheless, a complete ex-
planation of how AGN jets accelerate and propagate out to large
distances is still needed. Likewise, the physics of individual jet com-
ponents associated with the propagation of disturbances downstream
the jet which appear on radio images as knots of enhanced brightness
is still poorly understood.

The standard model of AGNs suggests that their radio emission
is explained by synchrotron radiation from relativistic electrons.
This emission is Doppler boosted due to the relativistic bulk motion

⋆ E-mail: evgenia.v.kravchenko@gmail.com

aligned close to the line of sight (LOS, Hovatta et al. 2009; Keller-
mann et al. 2007). This yields extreme brightness temperatures (Tb,
Gómez et al. 2016; Kovalev et al. 2016; Pilipenko et al. 2018;
Kravchenko et al. 2020; Kovalev et al. 2020a; Gómez et al. 2022),
whose values can exceed the inverse Compton limit (∼ 1011.5 K,
Kellermann & Pauliny-Toth 1969; Readhead 1994) and depart from
equipartition of energy between the magnetic field and radiating par-
ticles (∼ 5× 1010 K, Readhead 1994). When a blob of relativistic
plasma propagates downstream, it loses energy through synchrotron
radiation and adiabatic expansion. These factors lead to a rapid de-
crease in the brightness temperature along the jet. Assuming opti-
cally thin synchrotron emission with the emissivity:

jν ∝ NB(1−α)
ν

α (1)

a constant speed jet with a power-law distribution of the magnetic
field B(r) ∝ rb, the emitting particle density N(r) ∝ rn and the jet
width R(r) ∝ rd with distance r from the core, the observed bright-
ness temperature then can be parametrized as (Kadler et al. 2004)
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2 E. V. Kravchenko et al.

Figure 1. Distribution of the redshifts for the sample. Only sources with the
known redshifts are plotted. The median values are given for the different
categories.

Tb(r) ∝ N(r)B(r)1−α R(r) ∝ rs , (2)

and the index s is defined by

s = n+b(1−α)+d . (3)

In an assumption of a canonical scenario of equipartition1 between
the magnetic and emitting particles energy densities (b = −1,n =
−2), conical jet shape (d = 1) and α =−1, equation 3 yields s=−3.

One of the first studies of the brightness temperature distribution
along a jet outflow was of NGC 1052 at 5–43 GHz (Kadler et al.
2004), whose brightness temperature gradient along the eastern jet
is found to follow a power law with s ≈−4. This was confirmed by
Kadler (2005) in application to 18 sources observed at 2 and 5 GHz
as well the study by Pushkarev & Kovalev (2012), who have ana-
lyzed simultaneous 2 and 8 GHz (Very Long Baseline Interferome-
try (VLBI) observations of AGNs. Recently, Burd et al. (2022) con-
ducted similar analysis based on the observations of 28 sources at 15
and 43 GHz and found similar results. Kadler (2005), Pushkarev &
Kovalev (2012) and Burd et al. (2022) obtained the consistent result
of Tb ∝ r−2.2, because the steeper slope Tb ∝ r−4 of NGC 1052 is
taken after the region of jet recollimation, which is possibly shocked
(Kadler et al. 2004).

The detailed studies of individual objects showed departure from
a simple power law and significant enhancement of the brightness
temperature at the position of a standing jet feature (Jorstad et al.
2005; Roca-Sogorb et al. 2010; Fromm et al. 2013; Beuchert et al.
2018) and jet bends (Böttcher et al. 2005; O’Sullivan et al. 2011).
There is also an indication that jets, such as in M 87, which show a
transition from a parabolically expanding flow (jet acceleration re-
gion) to a conical (freely expanding region) geometry (Kovalev et al.
2020b; Asada & Nakamura 2012), are accompanied by a break in
the brightness temperature profile along the jet (Kadler et al. 2004;
Baczko et al. 2019).

Therefore, analysis of the brightness temperature can be used not
only for an estimation of a parameter range of physical conditions
in the AGN jets, but the Tb profiles provide an excellent tool to
trace jet regions with varying or abruptly changing physical condi-
tions, such as different inhomogeneities. The brightness temperature

1 This implies the ongoing particle acceleration to compensate for the cool-
ing associated with adiabatic expansion (Blandford & Königl 1979).

is most representative and least affected by model fitting peculiari-
ties as compared to the radial evolution of the flux and size of a
component.

To perform the study of the brightness temperature distributions
along AGN jets, we analysed a sample of the brightest AGN jets in
the northern sky. The sample comprises 447 sources observed within
the Monitoring Of Jets in Active galactic nuclei with VLBA Exper-
iments (MOJAVE2, Lister et al. 2021) programme at 15 GHz. Using
the data from almost 24 years of monitoring and almost 40,000 indi-
vidual jet component measurements, we analysed variations in their
brightness temperature and size to constrain the jet geometry, gradi-
ents of the magnetic field strength and particle density along the jet,
as well as to locate and study discontinuities in the jet. This study is a
large improvement over the previous studies in terms of component
size and the use of multi-epoch VLBI data to probe the jet geome-
try, which is analysed in connection with the brightness temperature
radial evolution.

The paper is structured as follows: in Section 2, we describe the
sample and methodology, the results are given in Section 3 and their
discussion in Section 6. We adopt a cosmology with Ωm = 0.27,
ΩΛ = 0.73, and H0 = 71 km s−1Mpc−1 (Komatsu et al. 2009). Spec-
tral index α is defined via the flux density Sν observed at frequency
ν as Sν ∝ να .

2 SOURCE SAMPLE AND DATA ANALYSIS

2.1 Sample

We used 15 GHz VLBA observations obtained between 1994 August
5 and 2019 August 6 as part of the MOJAVE programme and the data
from the NRAO archive. The sample of the sources with 15 GHz
flux density ≳ 0.1 Jy is described in detail in Lister et al. (2019).
It includes a complete flux density limited sample with total VLBA
flux density above 1.5 Jy for declination δ >−30◦. We excluded the
compact symmetric objects 0026+346, 0108+388, 0646+600 and
2021+614, whose core location is uncertain. Quasars 0414−189,
0615+820, 0640+090 and 1739+522 have a fine scale structure
near the core such that the core location is an uncertain/unstable
reference point for kinematic analysis, and, therefore, were not
considered. Quasar 2023+335 is subject to anisotropic refractive-
dominated scattering (Pushkarev et al. 2013). Its core location is an
unstable reference point for kinematics, and it was also dropped. We
also excluded from the study BL Lac object 1515−273, represented
by the core and quasi-stationary component, and Narrow line Seyfert
1 (NLSY1) galaxy 2115+000, has only three jet components visi-
ble in five available observation epochs. The epochs 2017 Nov 18
for 0415+379, 2012 Feb 06 for 0912+297 and 2006 April 28 for
2043+749 were dropped due to poor quality of the data. Therefore,
the final data set comprises 447 AGNs listed in Table 1 and consists
of 271 flat spectrum radio quasars, 135 BL Lacertae objects, 25 radio
galaxies, 5 radio-loud NLSY1 and 11 optically unidentified sources.
The redshift distribution for the sample is given in Fig. 1.

For the analysis, we consider the kinematics of the components
from Lister et al. (2019) and Lister et al. (2021) and spectral indices
from Hovatta et al. (2014).

2 https://www.cv.nrao.edu/MOJAVE
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Brightness temperature gradients along AGN jets 3

Table 1. Source properties. Columns are as follows: (1) IAU B1950 name; (2) Alias; (3) Redshift; (4) Optical class (Q=quasar, B=BL Lac object, G=radio
galaxy, N=narrow-line Seyfert 1, U=unknown); (5) Reference for Redshift and Optical Classification that are collected by Pushkarev et al. (2023). This table is
available in its entirety in a machine-readable form as supplementary material.

Name Alias z Opt. cl. Reference
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

0003−066 NRAO 005 0.3467 B Jones et al. (2005)
0003+380 S4 0003+38 0.229 Q Giommi et al. (1995)
0006+061 TXS 0006+061 . . . B Rau et al. (2012)
0007+106 III Zw 2 0.0893 G Sargent (1970)
0010+405 4C +40.01 0.256 Q Thompson et al. (1992)
0011+189 RGB J0013+191 0.477 B Shaw et al. (2013)
0012+610 4C +60.01 . . . U . . .
0014+813 S5 0014+813 3.382 Q Varshalovich et al. (1987)
0015−054 PMN J0017-0512 0.226 Q Shaw et al. (2012)
0016+731 S5 0016+73 1.781 Q Lawrence et al. (1986)

Figure 2. FWHM of the jet component versus radial distance from the 15 GHz core for 0119+115, 0305+039 and 1027+749. Different colours denote
individual components. The arrows indicate the upper limits, Eq. 4. The solid red lines indicate the results of the automated fit assuming a single power-law
slope R(r) = a0(r+ r0)

d . The results of the fit are given in a form of a median value and (16, 84) percentile range. The plots for all sources are available online
as supplementary material. The dependencies for the sources showing a break in their distributions are shown in Fig. 4.

Figure 3. Histogram of the power-law indices d in radial dependence of the
component size R ∝ rd of all sources.

2.2 Estimating parameters

Parsec-scale jets typically appear on the VLBI radio images as a se-
ries of individual bright knots which move downstream along the jet
with an apparently superluminal speed (Lister et al. 2019). There is a
much weaker diffuse inter-knot emission, which is difficult to image
with the VLBA, especially for z > 0.1 jets. The jet emission struc-
ture can be parameterized by a number of two-dimensional Gaus-
sian or delta-function intensity profiles using the modelfit task in the
Difmap software package (Shepherd 1997). The model description

fit technique and the jet models are presented in Lister et al. (2021).
Here, we focus on the jet components only, while the analysis of the
core properties is presented in Kovalev et al. (2005, 2009), Homan
et al. (2006, 2021) and Hodge et al. (2018). By the ‘core’ we mean
the apparent base of the jet, which commonly appears as the most
compact and brightest feature in the VLBI images of AGN jets. It
is associated with the region where synchrotron self-absorbed emis-
sion becomes visible (Blandford & Königl 1979) with optical depth
τ ≈ 1 and flat or inverted radio spectrum (Pushkarev & Kovalev
2012; Pushkarev et al. 2012). The measured distances of jets com-
ponents, obtained at different epochs, are all referred to the position
of the core. For the sources showing a two-sided outflow morphol-
ogy (e.g. 0238−084), we analysed only the approaching jet. For the
components represented by an elliptical Gaussian in the model fit-
ting, we considered the equivalent-area circular FWHM size for the
analysis of jet component sizes. While, when considering the bright-
ness temperature distributions, we used both major and minor axes
of the elliptical Gaussian.

An estimate of the minimum resolvable size in the image was
calculated from the following relation by Lobanov (2005) assuming
a Gaussian emission profile:

θlim = 2
[

FWHM ln2
π

ln
( SNR

SNR−1

)]1/2
, (4)

where FWHM is the full width at half maximum of the restoring
beam; SNR denotes the ratio of the component peak amplitude to

MNRAS 000, 1–22 (2025)



4 E. V. Kravchenko et al.

the noise rms in the naturally weighted residual image obtained after
the source structure was subtracted.

We found that most widely used estimates of the component an-
gular size uncertainties (Fomalont 1999; Lee et al. 2008; Schinzel
et al. 2012) provide either too big or too small errors, depending on
the SNR of the component. This is clearly apparent from the scat-
ter of the Tb(R) dependence for some sources, which is much nar-
rower than the errors. Thus, we employed the error estimates of Lee
et al. (2008), but calibrated them considering Tb(R) dependence for
ten sources, which showed a small scatter. We introduced a size er-
ror scale factor and inferred it from fitting the single power law to
the Tb(R) dependence for these sources (see Appendix B). This is
similar to the method used by Homan et al. (2001) for estimating
the positional accuracy of the model components from the fit of the
multi-epoch kinematic data. We found a typical scale factor ≈ 0.35
with the sources showing its values with a range from 0.2 to 0.5
(see Appendix B). This is consistent with Sokolovsky et al. (2011),
who found that the method of Lee et al. (2008) significantly (3–40
times) overestimated uncertainties for their multifrequency VLBA
data set; see also Pushkarev et al. (2012); Koryukova et al. (2022).
The uncertainties obtained by this method are conservative (an up-
per limits) because some dispersion in the Tb(R) dependence could
have intrinsic origin even for the chosen sources with the narrowest
dependence. Thus, we decided to employ a single size error scale
factor value (0.35) for all subsequent inferences.

As the coordinates of the components at a given epoch are refer-
enced through the position of the core at this epoch, one has to ac-
count not only for the uncertainty in the components positions, but
also for the ‘core shuttle’ effect (Lisakov et al. 2017; Plavin et al.
2019, and references therein). Thus, we introduced the Nepoch per-
epoch shifts of the components relative to the mean reference po-
sition. We put a Gaussian prior with a 0.05 mas width on each of
the per-epoch shift parameter and treated all shifts as independent
parameters.

To obtain the error of the brightness temperature Tb, one should
account for the residual amplitude scale uncertainty left after self-
calibration. However, as with a positional error due to the core shut-
tle effect, adding this error equally to all components will be in-
correct, as this error scales the flux of all components at any given
epoch equally. Thus, we introduced the Nepoch parameters and put
a Gaussian prior around 1 with a 0.05 width, assuming a 5 per cent
amplitude scale error (Hovatta et al. 2014). To obtain the error of Tb,
we used both flux density and size errors and propagated the uncer-
tainty assuming their independence (see also Homan et al. 2021).

We compute the brightness temperature of the model fitted VLBI
components in the source rest frame as (Kovalev et al. 2005)

Tb = 1.22×1012 Scomp(1+ z)
ν2RmajRmin

[K], (5)

where Rmaj and Rmin are the major and minor axes of the Gaussian
component (or corresponding limits, equation 4, whichever is larger)
in milliarcseconds, Scomp is the flux density of the component in Jy
and the observing frequency, ν , is given in GHz.

2.3 Parameterization

We fit the brightness temperature distributions and the size of com-
ponents as a function of radial distance from the core using single
power-law models: R(r)= a0(r+r0)

d and Tb(r)= a0(r+r0)
s. Here,

a prior assumption was made that r0 takes on positive values because
R(r = 0) and Tb(r = 0) correspond to the size and the brightness
temperature of the radio core, respectively.

Next, we performed an automated search for possible breaks in
the evolution of the jet width and Tb by fitting a double (broken)
power-law model to the data. To account for a geometry transi-
tion, we considered the following relations between the size of the
component R and its radial distance from the core r (Kovalev et al.
2020b):

R(r) = a1(r+ r0)
d1 , if r < rb,R ,

R(r) = a2(r+ r1)
d2 , if r > rb,R ,

(6)

where r0 corresponds to the separation of the 15 GHz VLBI core
from true jet origin due to synchrotron opacity, and r1 represents
how much one underestimates the length of the jet if it is derived
from data after the break (Kovalev et al. 2020b). The parameter a2
is chosen such that the two power-laws join each other at the break
location rb,R.

For the brightness temperature dependence on the radial distance,
we use:

Tb(r) = a1(r+ r0)
s1 , if r < rb,T ,

Tb(r) = a2(r+ r1)
s2 , if r > rb,T .

(7)

Here, parameter r0 corresponds to the brightness temperature at the
15 GHz core.

The same analysis but for the brightness temperature depen-
dence versus the size of components Tb(R) is given in Appendix A.
Throughout the text, we use a notation rbreak which refers to the lo-
cation of the break in any of the R(r), Tb(r) and Tb(R) dependencies.

In this paper, we consider the radial separation of components
from the core. In the case of the bent jets, this separation is smaller
than the total path components travel along the jet. In Appendix C,
we analyse integrated displacement of the components from the core
to estimate the magnitude of this effect.

2.4 Fitting and model selection

To fit these dependencies, we employed the Diffusive Nested Sam-
pling algorithm (Brewer et al. 2011) implemented in the DNest4
package (Brewer & Foreman-Mackey 2018) for sampling the poste-
rior distribution of the model parameters. For fitting R(r) and T (r)
dependencies, we employed the robust Student-t likelihood (Lange
et al. 1989) that helps in mitigation the effect of the outliers, e.g. due
to the local substructures (5) or single erroneous component cross-
identification. At the same time for fitting T (R) dependence we used
the conventional Gaussian likelihood as most of the sources demon-
strates the modest scatter in T (R) 2.2. For the every profile, 300 fits
were performed.

We made use of the Bayesian approach3 to infer the parameters
space for the two models with and without a break (single and dou-
ble power-law fits) and then used a Bayesian model comparison to
prefer one model with respect to the other4. The following additional

3 We made use of the Bayesian factors as a merit of the relative model fit-
ness (Trotta 2008). This is the difference of marginalised likelihoods Z (also
known as model likelihoods or evidences, which is average of the likelihood
under a prior for the specific model choice) which updates the ratio of the
probabilities of the competitive models from their a-priori (before collecting
the data) value.
4 We adopt the empirical scale from Trotta (2008) to evaluate the strength
of evidence when comparing the models with and without a break (see their
Table 1). Therefore, the difference of logarithms of the marginalised likeli-
hoods logZ indicates: < 1 — inconclusive, [1,2) — weak, [2,2.5) — moder-
ate, [2.5,5) — strong and > 5 — decisive evidence.

MNRAS 000, 1–22 (2025)



Brightness temperature gradients along AGN jets 5

Figure 4. Plots of the jet component FWHM versus the radial distance from the 15 GHz core for the selected jets with strong evidence of a break. Different
colours denote individual jet components. The arrows indicate the upper limits, Eq. 4. The solid lines indicate the results of the automated fit using a double
power-law model, Eq. 6. The results for the other sources are available online as supplementary material.

criteria was used to reject unreliable cases: (i) rbreak ≲ 1 mas, and the
first slope is based only on the components located at r < 0.5 mas;
the region before or after the break cannot consist of the measure-
ments (ii) made over less than five individual epochs or (iii) of the
only quasi-stationary component. The preferred situation is when
every region is covered by more than one component observed at
multiple epochs.

3 RESULTS

It is noteworthy that for many sources, the R(r) and Tb(r) gradients
are not monotonic and exhibit multiple extrema, breaks or repeating
patterns which resemble zigzag or lightning bolt profiles. The visual
inspection shows that there are mainly three types of the brightness
temperature and the component size profiles: simple power-law de-
pendence (e.g. 1741+196, Fig. 6), single break (e.g. M87, Fig. 8)
and zigzag pattern (e.g. 1716+686 and BL Lac). We discuss the
most complex cases in Section 5.1 and the most interesting or pe-
culiar cases in detail in Appendix E and show that a number of phe-
nomena can explain the observed zoo of distributions. We note that
due to the simplified assumption we used to fit profiles (i.e., sin-
gle and double power laws, equation 7), the automated fit does not
always adequately describe the observational data. All fitted param-
eters are summarized in Table 2.

3.1 Jet geometry

3.1.1 Single power-law fits

In Fig. 2, we show the dependence of the jet component size versus
the radial distance of the 15 GHz core for the sources which are bet-
ter fit by a single power-law dependence R ∝ rd . The resultant distri-
bution of the d-indices of all sources is shown in Fig. 3. The median

d-values for quasars, BL Lacs and NLSY1 are ≈ 1 (Table 3), indicat-
ing that their jet shapes are close to conical, i.e. expanding freely. Ra-
dio galaxies are characterised by lower values of d, suggesting that
their jets are more collimated and follow a quasi-parabolic stream-
line. The Anderson-Darling (AD) test rejects the null hypothesis that
the quasar and BL Lac distributions of d are drawn from the same
distribution (with p-value < 0.001).

The typical range of distances where the jet maintains a parabolic
streamline is found to be within ∼ 106 rg of the core (c.f. Kovalev
et al. 2020b). The MOJAVE sources with different optical classes
have different redshift distributions (median redshifts are 1.05 for
quasars, 0.27 for BL Lac objects and 0.06 for radio galaxies; see
Fig. 1), thus linear resolution may have an impact on the derived pa-
rameters. We investigated if the jets in the radio galaxies appear to be
more collimated because of probed shorter projected linear distances
and, therefore, have resolved jets compared to those in more distant
BL Lacs and quasars. We considered sources in a ranges of redshift
(i) z < 0.5, chosen so that the number of sources in sub-classes is
approximately the same, and (ii) z < 0.1, for which linear resolution
of 15 GHz VLBA observations is better than 1 pc enabling detect-
ing the transition zone (Kovalev et al. 2020b). The resultant median
values of the power-law indices are summarised in Table 3. For (i)
case, the AD-test does not reject the null hypothesis that quasars
and BL Lac objects d are drawn from the same distribution; the cor-
responding p-value is 0.057. For (ii) case, the AD-test shows that
BL Lac objects and radio galaxies are drawn from the same distri-
bution.

The distribution of the fitted parameter r0 in equation 6, which
is assumed to be the separation of the 15 GHz VLBI core from the
true jet base, has a median of 109 µas. This distance is connected
to the core shift ∆r between 15 and 8 GHz as r0 ≈ 1.1∆r assuming
a conical jet and, therefore, kr = 1 in the core position frequency
dependence r ∝ ν−1/kr . Thus, the derived r0 value roughly agrees
with the core shift estimates measured between 8 and 15 GHz (me-

MNRAS 000, 1–22 (2025)



6 E. V. Kravchenko et al.

Table 2. Collimation and the brightness temperature evolution parameters. For the cases which strongly favour the double power-laws model with the break,
we provide corresponding parameters (see equations 6, 7 and A4). Otherwise, the results by a single power-law model are given. The columns are as follows:
(1) B1950 name; (2) power-law index either of a single power-law fit or of a first slope in a double power-law fit of R(r); (3) power-law index of a second slope
to R(r); (4) Position of the break; (5) power-law index either of a single power-law fit or of a first slope in a double power-law fit of Tb(r); (6) power-law index
of a second slope to Tb(r); (7) position of the break; (8) power-law index either of a single power-law fit or of a first slope in a double power-law fit of Tb(R);
(9) power-law index of a second slope to Tb(R); (10) Separation of the brake from the jet apex. This table is available in its entirety in machine-readable forms
from CDS. A portion containing five random sources is shown here for guidance regarding its form and content.

Source d1 d2 rb,R s1 s2 rb,T ŝ1 ŝ2 rb,TR
(mas) (mas) (mas)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)
0003−066 1.03±0.22 0.38±0.03 0.82±0.03 −2.52±0.59 −0.68±0.04 0.87±0.02 −3.60±0.12 −3.11±0.18 0.69±0.03
0003+380 1.15±0.10 . . . . . . −4.30+0.13 . . . . . . −3.07±0.14 . . . . . .
1611+343∗ 0.54±0.05 0.17±0.03 3.05±0.02 −3.60±0.18 −5.33±0.27 2.71±0.03 −3.60±0.18 −2.73±0.08 0.50±0.02
1623+569 1.23±0.06 . . . . . . −5.22±0.51 −3.46±0.28 1.90±0.30 −3.12±0.19 −2.94±0.22 0.55±0.03
1633+382∗ 1.05±0.06 −0.01±0.07 1.39±0.09 −3.45±0.13 −5.23±0.28 2.88±0.03 −3.57±0.09 −3.19±0.17 0.83±0.02

∗ Distributions have complex behaviour.

Table 3. Median values of the fitted power-law indices for different optical classes and a different range of redshifts. The columns are as follows: (1) Optical
class; (2) Number of corrseponding sources; (3) Number of sources at redshift z < 0.5; (4) Number of sources at redshift z < 0.1; (5) Median value of the
power-law index d in R ∝ rd ; (6) Median value of the power-law index d for sources at z < 0.5; (7) Median value of the power-law index d for sources at
z < 0.1; (8) Median value of the power-law index s in Tb ∝ rs; (9) Median value of the power-law index s for sources at z < 0.5; (10) Median value of the
power-law index s for sources at z < 0.1; (11) Median value of the power-law index ŝ in Tb ∝ Rŝ; (12) Median value of the power-law index ŝ for sources at
z < 0.5; (13) Median value of the power-law index ŝ for sources at z < 0.1.

Opt. class N Nz<0.5 Nz<0.1 d dz<0.5 dz<0.1 s sz<0.5 sz<0.1 ŝ ŝz<0.5 ŝz<0.1
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13)

Quasars 271 32 . . . 0.95 0.92 . . . −2.83 −3.11 . . . −2.99 −3.13 . . .
BL Lac objects 135 53 17 1.12 1.08 0.97 −2.90 −2.66 −2.57 −2.59 −2.56 −2.45
Radio galaxies 25 23 18 0.77 0.84 0.81 −2.59 −2.77 −2.68 −2.83 −2.90 −3.03
NLSY1 5 2 . . . 1.16 0.87 . . . −3.04 −2.84 . . . −2.78 −2.97 . . .
Unidentified 11 . . . . . . 0.91 . . . . . . −2.69 . . . . . . −2.68 . . . . . .

All 447 . . . . . . 1.02 . . . . . . −2.82 . . . . . . −2.87 . . . . . .

Table 4. Known sources with a geometry transition at 15 GHz-VLBA scales and their collimation parameters. The columns are as follows: (1) B1950 name; (2)
other name; (3) optical class; (4) redshift; (5) and (6) positions of the break defined from R(r) and Tb(r), respectively; (7) location of the break defined in other
studies, given in (8).

Source Alias Opt Redshift rb,R rb,T rb,ref. Reference
class (mas) (mas) (mas)

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

0111+021 UGC 00773 B 0.047 2.0±1.4† 1.79±0.07 2.5±0.3 Kovalev et al. (2020b)
0238−084 NGC 1052 G 0.005 3.1† 2.9† 2.9±0.6 Kadler et al. (2004); Kovalev et al. (2020b)
0321+340 1H 0323+342 N 0.061 1.46±0.16 4.66±1.1 ∼ 7 Hada et al. (2018)
0415+379 3C 111 G 0.0491 7.81±0.03 4.18±0.02 7.2±0.2 Kovalev et al. (2020b)
0430+052 3C 120 G 0.033 12.47±0.10 5.0±0.4 2.7±0.4 Kovalev et al. (2020b)
0815−094 TXS 0815-094 B . . . 1.20±0.16† 1.25±0.15 1.4±0.3 Kovalev et al. (2020b)
1133+704 Mrk 180 B 0.045278 1.0±0.3† 1.17±0.03 1.39±0.09 Kovalev et al. (2020b)
1142+198 3C 264 G 0.022 1.67±0.14 3.6±0.3 ∼ 4 Boccardi et al. (2019)
1226+023 3C 273 Q 0.1576 4.7±0.2 5.22±0.03 ∼ 13 Okino et al. (2022)
1514+004 PKS 1514+00 G 0.052 4.8±0.4† 1.42±0.09 3.1±0.2 Kovalev et al. (2020b)
1637+826 NGC 6251 G 0.024 3.4±0.2 3.67±0.05 1.9±0.3 Kovalev et al. (2020b)
1807+698 3C 371 B 0.051 1.03±0.08† 0.80±0.01 1.5±0.3 Kovalev et al. (2020b)
1928+738 4C+73.18 Q 0.302 3.24±0.11 5.17±0.05 4.72±0.72 Yi et al. (2024)
1957+405 Cygnus A G 0.0561 1.68±0.09 2.72±0.03† ∼ 2; ∼ 5 Boccardi et al. (2016), Krichbaum et al. (1998)
2013+370 TXS 2013+370 Q 0.859 0.5±0.2† 0.91±0.14 ∼ 0.5 Traianou et al. (2020)
2200+420 BL Lac B 0.0686 2.43±0.02 1.33±0.03 2.45±0.10 Kovalev et al. (2020b)

†Single power-law model fits the data better; fit with the break is not significant.
‡Position of the break defined in other works is not seen in the MOJAVE data.
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dian=128 µas, 160 sources, Pushkarev et al. 2012). However, for the
collimated jets, kr could be less than unity (Porth et al. 2011; Nokh-
rina & Pushkarev 2024). Moreover, Nokhrina et al. (2022) showed
that for the accelerating jet with a toroidal magnetic field in the jet
region with Γ < 1/θ the exponent kr = 4d/3. We estimated kr com-
paring the median separation of the 15 GHz VLBI core obtained
from our R(r) fits with the value expected from the median core
shift measured between 8 and 15 GHz by Pushkarev et al. (2012).
This yields kr = 0.83± 0.03, which favours the scenario of an ac-
celerating jet in the core region and corresponds to d = 0.62±0.02.
It is noteworthy that the bias of the core shift measurements found
in Pashchenko et al. (2020) does not change this result significantly,
because both the measured core shifts and the positions of the VLBI
cores are biased upward. This result is consistent with Algaba et al.
(2017), who found an indication of a quasi-parabolic geometry in
the core regions of 56 radio-loud AGN using multi-frequency core
size data. The same conclusion was made by Abellán et al. (2018)
from the analysis of the core shapes at 15 and 43 GHz in the com-
plete S5 polar cap sample. Nokhrina et al. (2022) obtained the same
result using the universal MHD acceleration profile and employing
the speeds measured in the VLBI core during the radio flares in 11
radio-loud AGN by Kutkin et al. (2019).

3.1.2 Geometry with a break

We find 117 sources whose dependence of the jet width on the pro-
jected distance from the core is non-linear and is better fit by a model
with a break (∆(log Z) > 5, Sec. 2.3). The R(r) profiles for these
sources are shown in Fig. 4, and the fitted parameters are given in
Table 2. The corresponding distribution of the power-law indices d1
and d2 is given in Appendix D. In many cases with the break, the
behaviour of the jet component size around rbreak is not monotonic
and is accompanied by a sharp compression and then rapid expan-
sion. The same behaviour was observed before at the position of
the jet shape transition accompanied by the formation of a shock,
for example, in 1H 0323+342 (Doi et al. 2018) and in Cygnus A
(Krichbaum et al. 1998; Boccardi et al. 2016). The interaction mod-
els of a relativistic jet with an external medium indeed predict very
strong reduction in the transverse size of the shocked jet region ac-
companied by subsequent rapid re-expansion sideways (Levinson &
Bromberg 2008; Bromberg & Levinson 2009; Bodo & Tavecchio
2018). Therefore, such a R(r) profile may point to the shocked re-
gion. We discuss the locations in the break positions in the jet further
in Section 3.4.

Searches for a change in the jet geometry using the evolving size
of the jet features with their distance from the core was also con-
ducted by Hervet et al. (2017) for 161 AGNs (part of our sample).
Hervet et al. (2017) found a change in the jet geometry in 36 sources.
In 19 out of these cases, we confirm the broken power-law profiles,
yielding a median difference of 0.34 mas between their and our es-
timates of rbreak. The discrepancy between the results obtained by
Hervet et al. (2017) and in this paper, is that only epochs prior
to 2016 were employed in their analysis. Also, they used a model
R(r) ∝ a(r)d , assuming the core has a zero size (i.e. skipping the r0
in Equation 6). That could bias the estimates (Kovalev et al. 2020b).

Among the 16 sources where the geometry transition was previ-
ously detected on the VLBA scales (listed in Table 4 and shown in
Fig. 5), we confirmed 12 cases which show the position of the break
to be consistent with those determined in the above mentioned pa-
pers. We attribute a small discrepancy between the estimates of the
positions of the break in our study and other studies to a complex
profile R(r) at the location of rbreak. In the case of 1H 0323+342

and 3C 273, this discrepancy is significantly larger due to consid-
erably complex profiles. Two cases show the preferred models with
a single slope, however the broken power-law fit yields a break po-
sition consistent with those published. In 3C 120, the position of
the break differs from the one defined in Kovalev et al. (2020b). We
suggest that this is due to a large spread in the position angle of dif-
ferent components located at the same jet position we see in multi-
epoch observations. In section 5.1, we show that there is a number
of such sources where significant position angle (PA) variations of
individual jet components are observed (Lister et al. 2013). When
the individual components in R(r) and the Tb(r) distributions are
highlighted, the break is clearly visible (see Fig. 10).

Below, we show that the non-monotonic distributions can be pro-
duced by a number of phenomena other than jet recollimation, which
yields a zoo of different profiles.

3.2 Brightness temperature gradient along the jet

Figure 6 shows the dependence Tb(r) along the jets which are better
fit by a single power-law model than a double one (see section 2.4).
Figure 7 and Table 3 summarise the distribution of the power-law
indices s, which has a median of −2.82. The redshift distributions
of QSOs, BL Lacs and RGs are different, Fig. 1. Comparing these
classes could cause problems because more distant sources from the
flux limited sample are more luminous due to the Malmquist bias,
and the linear resolution degrades with the redshift up to z ≈ 1, most
rapidly at small z. To test if the different linear resolution may have
an impact on the derived parameters due to a significant difference
in redshifts of different source optical classes, we calculate medians
for the distribution of sources at z< 0.1 and z< 0.5, see Table 3. The
AD-tests cannot reject the null hypothesis that quasars and BL Lacs,
and RGs and BL Lacs are drawn from the same distribution.

We identified 233 cases whose brightness temperature profiles are
better fit by a double power-law model. The Tb(r) distributions for
these jets are shown in Fig. 8, and the fitted parameters are provided
in Table 2. The corresponding distribution of the power-law indices
s1 and s2 is given in Appendix D. For the majority of the known
sources which have a change in the jet geometry from a parabolic to
conical streamline (the jets where the transition zone is observable
with the VLBA at 15 GHz, Table 4), we detect either a significant
or slight enhancement in the Tb(r) profile at the position of the jet
break. The same behavior has been reported for NGC 1052 (Kadler
et al. 2004; Baczko et al. 2019), 3C 111 and BL Lac (Burd et al.
2022).

3.3 Relation between the broken profiles of R(r) and Tb(r)

For the majority of cases, R(r) and Tb(r) change coherently, imply-
ing that if there is a break or variation in one dependence, then it is
likely presented in another dependence, even if the fit with a double
power-law is insignificant.

Out of 117 jets with the break in R(r) and 233 cases in Tb(r),
97 sources strongly favour the model with the break in both distri-
butions. For these sources, the median difference between rbr,T and
rbr,R amounts to 0.4 mas. The non-zero discrepancy can be explained
by the fact that the automated routine provided poorly constrained
position of the break due to complex behaviour of R(r) and Tb(r).
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Figure 5. FWHM of the jet components vs the radial distance from the 15 GHz core for the detected jet shape transition in previous studies at VLBA scales
(see Table 4). Different colours denote individual jet components. The arrows indicate the upper limits, equation 4. The solid red lines indicate the result of a fit
with a double power-law model.

3.4 Distance from the core to the break position

We examine how the break distances are distributed over different
AGN classes. For this, we consider sources which show significantly
broken fits in Tb(r) and R(r) and divide them according to their op-
tical classification.

To convert the observed angular distances to a deprojected linear
distances in the jet frame, we estimate the viewing angles as

θ = arctan
2βapp

β 2
app +δ 2

var −1
, (8)

where βapp is the maximum observed apparent speed obtained in
Lister et al. (2021), and δvar is the VLBI Doppler factor estimate
from Homan et al. (2021). For the sources with unknown δvar, we
calculate the critical viewing angle as θcr = (1+ β 2

app)
−0.5, which

maximizes the Lorentz factor (Homan et al. 2021). These require-
ments reduced the number of considered sources to 207.

The resultant distribution of the deprojected distances is presented
in Fig. 9. Transitions occur at smaller distances for the jets in radio
galaxies (<100 pc), and all the jets in quasars show a break on scales
larger than 10 pc, with the median value being about 300 pc. At the
same time, the BL Lac objects are localized in between, with the me-

dian of 56 pc. The distributions of the deprojected distances for the
sources with a comparable range of redshifts (z < 0.3, 52 sources)
is shown in Fig. 9. From the AD-test, quasars and radio galaxies
are drawn from a different population, pAD = 0.0075. This result is
consistent with the findings of Potter & Cotter (2015), Hervet et al.
(2017), Boccardi et al. (2021), Casadio et al. (2021) that the jet recol-
limation zone in quasars with more powerful jets is located at larger
distances from the central engine than in BL Lacs and radio galax-
ies. Thus, acceleration and collimation occur over a more extended
region in quasars with respect to jets in BL Lacs and radio galaxies.
This scenario is in agreement with the kinematic study of Lister et al.
(2019), who found a strong correlation between apparent jet speed
and synchrotron peak frequency, with the highest jet speeds being
found only in AGNs with low synchrotron peak frequency values,
i.e. in powerful jets.

4 COMPARISON WITH OTHER STUDIES

The jet morphology in a large sample of AGN jets was studied by
Pushkarev et al. (2017), who put together from 5 up to 137 single-
epoch total intensity images obtained at 15 GHz at time intervals
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Figure 6. Brightness temperature vs the radial distance from from the 15 GHz core for 0003+380, 0055+300 and 1741+196. Different colours denote individual
jet components. The arrows indicate the lower limits on Tb, obtained from the upper limits on R with equation 4. The solid red lines indicate the results of the
automated fit assuming a single power-law slope Tb(r) = a0(r+ r0)

s. The plots for all of the sources are available on-line from the journal as supplementary
material. The dependencies for the sources showing a break in their distributions are given in Fig. 8.

Figure 7. Histogram of the power-law indices s in Tb ∝ rs for all sources.
The quasar 0923+392 with s = 2.63 and the radio galaxy 1509+054 with
s =−8.57 are not shown.

from 1.3 to 21 years. Analysing the stacked images of 362 sources,
they found a typical jet geometry close to conical at scales from hun-
dreds to thousands parsecs. Later, Kovalev et al. (2020b) performed
a similar analysis looking for the geometry transition signs from a
parabolic to conical shape. They used stacked images of 319 jets at
15 GHz supplemented by singe-epoch 1.4 GHz maps for 95 of them
and found median d = 1.02. Our median value over all sources of
d = 1.02 is consistent with the result of the aforementioned works
and, therefore, indicates that the component size is a good tracer of
jet geometry. Whereas some components having size smaller than
the jet width may represent local substructures.

An early study (Kadler 2005) of the jet width profiles formed
by individual jet components for 19 sources using single-epoch ob-
servations at 1.7 and 5 GHz obtained median d1.7 GHz = 0.8± 0.1
and d5 GHz = 0.8± 0.1. For the same sources, our median value is
d = 1.1±0.2. Recently, Burd et al. (2022) studied collimation pro-
files of 28 AGN jets at 15 and 43 GHz, selected such that they are
contained in both5 the MOJAVE data archive and the Boston Univer-
sity blazar group sample archive (Jorstad & Marscher 2016). Burd
et al. (2022) also used modelfit components in the analysis and ob-
tained a median value of d = 0.8± 0.1. This sample of AGNs is
included in our data set, and from the source-by-source compari-
son, we obtained median d = 0.9±0.1, thus our results are in good
agreement with these two studies.

5 Except for complex-structure radio galaxy 0316+413 (3C84).

The brightness temperature gradients were also analysed by
Pushkarev & Kovalev (2012) in application to 30 AGNs having a
rich jet structure consisting of at least three model fitted jet com-
ponents at 2 and 8 GHz, selected from a sample of 370 bright,
flat-spectrum, compact extragalactic radio sources. Pushkarev &
Kovalev (2012) obtained the mean value of the power-law index
s2 GHz =−2.2±0.1, s8 GHz =−2.1±0.1. Our median value calcu-
lated for the common 22 sources at 15 GHz gave s =−2.8±0.2. For
the sample of 19 sources observed at 1.7 and 5 GHz, Kadler (2005)
estimated an average s1.7 GHz =−2.2±0.1 and s5 GHz =−2.3±0.2.
Considering the 11 common sources with Kadler (2005), we ob-
tained the average value s =−3.2±0.2. The resultant average value
of the power-law index over a sample of 28 sources at 15 and
43 GHz (Burd et al. 2022) is s =−2.2±0.1, compared to our value
s =−2.5±0.1 for the same sources.

The analysis of the brightness temperature versus component size
for the observations of 30 sources at 2 and 8 GHz (Pushkarev &
Kovalev 2012) resulted in the mean ŝ2 GHz = −3.0± 0.4, ŝ8 GHz =
−3.1± 0.3. Considering the common 22 sources, we obtained ŝ =
−3.0±0.1. For the data set of 19 sources at 1.7 and 5 GHz, Kadler
(2005) estimated average ŝ1.7 GHz = ŝ5 GHz =−2.6. Considering the
same sources, we got ŝ =−2.9±0.1.

Kovalev et al. (2020b) noted that even single-epoch low-
frequency VLBI imaging observations with a good uv-coverage are
sensitive enough to detect the jet morphology at large scales. In sec-
tion 5.2 we discussed strong variations of the component position
angles in the inner jet, thus at any given time, traveling jet com-
ponents do not fill out the entire jet width. Therefore, we suggest
that the discrepancy between our study and the studies which used
single-epoch observations could be due to a sparse coverage of the
latter, i.e. they do not sample enough of the jet structure. In turn,
this work contains too many small components which could repre-
sent local sub-structures which can also introduce some bias. An-
other reason for this discrepancy could be the effect of missing short
baselines at 15 GHz, which results in resolving out structures visi-
ble in the lower frequency data. Also, a steeper spectral index of the
components in a high-frequency range can cause a smaller values of
the brightness temperature gradients (equation 3 and equation A2).
For example, flow density stratification across the jet width seen in
3C 273 (Bruni et al. 2021).

Finally, the discrepancy could be due to the fitting procedure.
Unlike other studies, our fitting procedure employs robust Student-
t likelihood (section 2.4) and advanced error model (section 2.2),
including uncertainties in the position of components, core shuttle
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effect and amplitude uncertainty left after the self-calibration. Ac-
counting for various uncertainties in the position eliminates possible
attenuation bias (Carroll et al. 2006), that could shift slope estimates
toward zero. To investigate the influence of the likelihood type and
positional uncertainties on the fit, we selected 11 sources common
to Kadler (2005) and fitted the T (r) dependence using various com-
binations of the likelihoods (Gaussian or Student-t) and error con-
tribution (with and without accounting for the aforementioned un-
certainties). It turns out that using the robust likelihood results in a
steeper fitted dependence T (r). Interestingly, our results for R(r) ob-
tained with the same methods are consistent with those from other
studies (Kadler 2005; Kovalev et al. 2020b; Burd et al. 2022). More-
over, as shown in section A, our estimates of slopes d, s and ŝ are
self-consistent in the sense that s/ŝ = d. This implies that the under-
lying T (r) dependence is heavily influenced by the various effects
(section 5) that could bias the estimate of its slope.

5 PECULIAR JET PROPERTIES AND COMPLEX
DISTRIBUTIONS

5.1 Complex cases

For some sources, the distributions of R(r) and Tb(r) resemble a
repeating zigzag pattern (e.g. 1716+686, Fig. 4) or a lighting bolt
shape (e.g. 0738+313, Fig. 8). These data clearly require a more
complex model to be fitted, which is beyond the scope of this paper.
By visual inspection, we identified at least 40 most pronounced cases
of complex distributions, and label them in Table 2. In section E, we
discuss some of the interesting cases. Probably, sources that show
breaks in their distributions will exhibit more complex behavior with
new observations. In this case, as jet components will travel along
the jet, they will highlight its different parts, therefore filling the
transition zone around the break (e.g. 1147+245).

In some of these complex cases, the variations of R(r) and Tb(r) at
the same jet locations are coherent for different jet components. i.e.
different components follow the same zigzag profiles (e.g. BL Lac,
Fig. 8; 3C 111, Fig. 10). Meanwhile, in a handful of sources, these
variations are incoherent, such that each component draws their own
R(r) and Tb(r) zigzag patterns, which results in smearing and broad-
ening the total distributions. The best examples of such behaviour
are 3C 273 (see Appendix E) and 3C 279.. In Fig. 10, we plot the
radial dependence of the position angle (PA) of individual compo-
nents measured relative to the core for the selected sources. In the
case of 3C 111, the PA exhibits small but coherent variations at the
same jet position for different components. Whereas for 3C 273 and
3C 279, there is a notable variety of individual feature trajectories
on the sky. For instance, the Tb(r) profiles of 3C 273 jet compo-
nents 2, 9, 26 and 29 vary within some range, showing local max-
ima and minima. This may suggest that each maximum corresponds
to a minimum in the angle between the local jet direction and line-
of-sight, and, therefore, Doppler-boosted (Protheroe 2002) and vice
versa. Thus, at the same jet location (e.g. 10 mas), components 26
and 29 were in opposite extreme orientations relative to the jet axis.
We suggest that there is a motion along helically twisted pressure
maxima within the jet, evidence of which is, for example, observed
in jets of 3C 273 (Lobanov & Zensus 2001), 0836+710 (Perucho
et al. 2012) and 3C 345 (Röder et al. 2024), or the rotation of the jet
around its axis which leads to such profiles. Therefore, individual
components move along that radial streamline directed towards the
observer in different locations, and their Doppler factors are differ-
ent (Protheroe 2002). Meanwhile, for the sources having persistent

zigzag R(r) and Tb(r) profiles, it is reasonable to suggest the ex-
istence of a permanent disturbance (like a jet shape transition or a
bend). Thus, different parameters of individual features travelling
along the jet will not effect this disturbance leading to a break in
R(r) and Tb(r) at the same position.

5.2 Non-radial motion, bent and straight jets. Line-of-sight
scenario

The analysis of 259 MOJAVE sources indicates (Lister et al. 2013)
that nearly all of the 60 most heavily observed jets show signifi-
cant changes in their innermost position angle over time (20◦–150◦).
The epoch-stacking analysis (Pushkarev et al. 2017; Kovalev et al.
2020b) suggests that different features occupy only a portion of the
full jet cross section, and that the latter appears only after multi-
epoch observations are summed together. In this case, the emission
pattern located closer to the observer relative to the jet axis, i.e. the
near side, will make a smaller angle to the LOS than the far side,
so their Doppler factors will be different. In the same manner, due
to the projection effects, the LOS changes will induce an apparent
change clearly in the jet aperture. At the same time, an extreme case
of quasar 0858−279 with a true jet bent occurs due to interaction
between the relativistic plasma and the surrounding dense medium.
A jet feature at the bent is observed brighter than the core due to a
re-acceleration in a shock and dominates the overall emission (Koso-
gorov et al. 2022).

Recent analysis of our sample (Lister et al. 2021) showed that
the majority of 173 jets observed over a 10 yr period have inner PAs
which vary on decadal time-scales over a range of 10◦ to 50◦. For the
majority of sources, PA variations show non-trivial but rather smooth
behaviour, and some jets display very large changes in PA, up to
200◦. Since our per-source analysis shows strict evidence for the
association of the breaks in distributions with apparent jet bends, the
analysis of Tb(r) and R(r) for such cases requires a more complex
model to be considered.

Also, we consider the components having significant non-radial
motions, i.e. whose trajectories do not extrapolate back to the jet
base. These non-radial components indicate directional changes of
the jet features (Lister et al. 2009; Homan et al. 2015). In total, 227
components in 226 sources were selected. Notably, 162 jets out of
these 226 sources (70 per cent) show a break in our analysis in any
Tb(r) or R(r) dependence. The median difference between the lo-
cation of the break and the median position of a non-radial compo-
nent is of 0.31±0.28, providing convincing evidence that the broken
profiles can be explained by the change in the LOS of the emitting
regions.

5.3 Helical jets

One possible explanation for the zigzag Tb(r) profile is helical jet
structures (e.g. Hardee 2003; Butuzova 2018). One of the best ex-
amples is quasar 1716+686 (Fig. 4) which exhibits a clear helical jet
seen on the stacked image (Pushkarev et al. 2023). Helical patterns
can arise as a result of variation in the flow direction, like precession;
random perturbations to the jet, jet-surrounding medium interaction
and bends; jet stratification; and developing instabilities. For exam-
ple, observed helical structure of the jets of M 87 (Nikonov et al.
2023) and 3C 279 (Fuentes et al. 2023) has been interpret as being
driven by plasma Kelvin-Helmholtz instabilities, which can be gen-
erated by the activity of the supermassive black hole and accretion
processes, e.g. due to Lense-Thirring precession (Cui et al. 2023).
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Figure 8. Plots of brightness temperature versus radial distance from the 15 GHz core for selected jets with strong evidence of a break or complex behaviour.
Different colors denote individual jet components. The arrows indicate the lower limits on Tb, obtained from the upper limits on R with equation 4. Solid lines
indicate results of the automated fit by a double power-law model following Eq. 5. Plots for all sources are available on-line from the journal as supplementary
material.

To explain the edge-brightened asymmetry of total intensity trans-
verse to the jet direction in 3C 273, Gómez et al. (2012) suggested
that it could be due to the dependence of the synchrotron radia-
tion on the angle between the helical magnetic field and the line
of sight in the plasma frame (see also our detailed discussion of
3C 273 in Appendix E). Sources showing complex behavior of their
Tb(r) and R(r), e.g. 0106+678, 0430+052, 0836+710, 1222+216,
and 1828+487, indeed exhibit the same asymmetric intensity profiles
as 3C 273 (see their stacked images shown in Figure 2 of Pushkarev
et al. (2017)).

Other observational evidence of helical jets is helical trajecto-
ries formed by individual jet components (e.g. 3C 345 in Steffen
et al. 1995; NRAO 150 in Molina et al. 2014; 0836+710 in Peru-
cho et al. 2012; 2136+141 in Savolainen et al. 2006b). Or this can
be a helical magnetic field in a sheath or boundary layer surround-
ing the jet. It can be traced through its toroidal component from
the Faraday rotation measure (RM) gradient across the jet (see e.g.
Zavala & Taylor 2003). A number of sources with complex profiles
(see Figs. 4, 8 and 10) indeed exhibit or show hints of RM gradi-
ents: 0333+321 (Asada et al. 2008), 0836+710 (Asada et al. 2010),
1156+295 (O’Sullivan & Gabuzda 2009), 1219+285 (Kravchenko
et al. 2017), 1226+023 (Asada et al. 2002), 1458+718 (O’Sullivan &
Gabuzda 2009; Kravchenko et al. 2017), 1611+343 (Taylor & Zavala
2010), 1633+382 (Algaba 2013), 1641+399 (Hovatta et al. 2012),
1803+784 (Mahmud et al. 2009), 1828+487 (Gabuzda et al. 2014),
2201+315 (Kravchenko et al. 2017), 2230+114 (Hovatta et al. 2012),
2200+420 (Gómez et al. 2016), 2251+158 (Hovatta et al. 2012).

5.4 Shocks

The position of the geometry transition in the M87 jet (Asada
& Nakamura 2012) coincides with the stationary feature HST-1
(Biretta et al. 1999), which can be associated with a recollimation

shock formed due to change in the ambient pressure. Recently, the
existence of a stationary component at the jet shape transition loca-
tion was shown in other nearby AGNs (Hada et al. 2018; Kovalev
et al. 2020b). Besides, the studies of individual AGN jets show that
the break in the Tb(r) distribution can be associated with standing
shocks (Jorstad et al. 2005; Roca-Sogorb et al. 2010; Fromm et al.
2013; Beuchert et al. 2018). Additionally, detailed studies of in-
dividual sources suggests the existence of recollimation shocks in
their jets: e.g. 3C 66A (0333+321, Böttcher et al. 2005), 3C 111
(0415+379, Beuchert et al. 2018) and CTA 102 (2230+114, Fromm
et al. 2013). Our distribution profiles and break positions correspond
well to those estimated in the above-cited works. We discuss these
AGNs in detail in Appendix E.

To examine how many cases with the broken profiles can be asso-
ciated with the slow pattern speed components, we selected sources
showing slow pattern (βapp < 0.2c) jet features based on their kine-
matics (Lister et al. 2021). We identified 64 individual jet compo-
nents in 47 sources. For 24 jet features in 24 sources, R(r) and/or
Tb(r) show a broken profile, and the location of the break coincides
with the median position of a stationary component. One half (30
jets) of 64 slow pattern components are localized in the inner 0.5 mas
from the 15 GHz core. Thus, there might be more successive associ-
ations with the broken profiles we missed, since we do not consider
breaks at distances < 1 mas if they are based only on the components
located at r < 0.5 mas.

6 EVALUATION OF PHYSICAL PARAMETERS

6.1 Particle density gradient

The estimated power-law indices s and d give a possibility for de-
riving a parameter range of physical conditions along the jets at pc-
scales probed by 15 GHz VLBA observations. We considered two
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Figure 9. Distribution of the distances of the break from the apparent 15 GHz
core for the jets with complex Tb(r) gradients (top) and for the sources at
redshift z < 0.3 (bottom).

Table 5. Parameter range for the power-law index of particle density gradient
n, which is estimated from the power-law gradients of Tb(r) and R(r) under
an assumption of different magnetic field configurations.

Magnetic field n
topology αmean =−0.8 αind
(1) (2) (3)

toroidal, b =−1 −2.13 −1.57
poloidal, b =−2 −0.33 0.43

Note: Column (2) presents n values estimated for αmean which is the mean
of the jet component spectral indices distribution obtained for the 190
MOJAVE sources, observed between 8 and 15 GHz. Column (3) shows n for
the average spectral index value αind calculated individually along
ridgelines of the 149 MOJAVE sources. Spectral index values are taken
from Hovatta et al. (2014).

different configurations of the magnetic field, b =−1 (toroidal) and
b =−2 (poloidal) in application to the observed Tb(r) and R(r) gra-
dients and calculated the particle density index n using the equa-
tion 3. We assumed constant bulk motion speed (i.e. δ ∝ rp and
p = 0) and α = −0.8, which is the mean of the jet component
spectral indices distribution over 190 MOJAVE sources observed
between 8 and 15 GHz in 2006 (α = −0.81± 0.02; Hovatta et al.
2014). In Fig. 11, we plot the resultant distribution of the n-index
values, considering α = −0.8 for all sources and direct individual
measurements of the average spectral indices along ridgelines of 149
jets (Hovatta et al. 2014).

Table 5 summarises the estimated median values of the power-law
index of particle density gradient. The poloidal magnetic field con-
figuration (b =−2) leads to implausibly small n-values. Meantime,

a toroidal magnetic field (b =−1) results in median values expected
from the scenario of equipartition between the magnetic and emit-
ting particles energy densities (b = −1, n = −2). Moreover, a pre-
dominantly toroidal magnetic field configuration is expected in the
Poynting flux dominated jets and the models where transverse mag-
netic field component is enhanced by a series of shocks. Besides,
the resultant value of n-index agrees well with the scenario which
assumes mass conservation and a particle density gradient defined
by the geometry of the outflow, N ∝ R−2 and, therefore, N ∝ r−2d ,
n =−2d.

6.2 Testing the adiabatic expansion in the shock-in-jet model

We can place the observed brightness temperature gradient in the
context of the shock-in-jet model (Marscher & Gear 1985), which
assumes that each jet component is an independent relativistic shock
propagating downstream a jet. We consider that the adiabatic expan-
sion is the dominant energy loss mechanism, while Compton and
synchrotron losses can be neglected (Mimica et al. 2009). Then the
evolution of the brightness temperature can be defined as (Lobanov
& Zensus 1999; Rani et al. 2015):

Tb,jet(R) ∝ Rŝad ,

ŝad =−[2(2ε +1)−3b(ε +1)−3p(ε +3)]/6 ,
(9)

Here, the energy of electrons scales as N(γ) ∝ γ−ε , which results
in the spectral index α = (1− ε)/2. Assuming the mean spectral
index value of α = −0.8 (see section 6.1), ε = 2.6. In Fig. 12, we
plot lower bounds assuming b = −1, d = 1 and ε = 2.6 by solid
lines. The majority of sources lie above this area, which rules out
the assumption of a constant Doppler factor. Homan et al. (2009,
2015) found evidence for increasing Lorentz factors down the jet up
to de-projected distances of ∼100 parsecs from the jet core. Thus,
we consider variability in the Doppler factor, i.e. δ ∝ r0.7 and show
the corresponding values by dash-dotted lines in Fig. 12. Under this
condition, the observed values of s and ŝ are consistent with the adi-
abatic loss phase. The same conclusion was obtained, for instance,
for BL Lac object 0716+714 (Rani et al. 2015) and quasar CTA 102
(Fromm et al. 2013).

6.3 Jet shape transition and acceleration

In the previous sections we have assumed a conical jet with a con-
stant speed. In this section we derive the relations for the brightness
temperature size dependence assuming accelerating jet. The corre-
sponding expressions for the Tb gradients can be easily derived under
assumption of the particular R(r) dependence. We also discuss the
imprint of the jet shape transition due to cease of the bulk plasma ac-
celeration (Kovalev et al. 2020b) on the observed Tb(R) dependence.

In addition to direct observations of jet acceleration in MOJAVE
jets (Homan et al. 2009, 2015), jet geometry transitions have been
observed in numerous sources (Asada & Nakamura 2012; Tseng
et al. 2016; Nakahara et al. 2018; Hada et al. 2018; Algaba et al.
2019; Kovalev et al. 2020b; Boccardi et al. 2021; Casadio et al.
2021). According to equations 3 and A2, the change only in the ge-
ometry profile R(r) results in a break in the brightness temperature
radial profile Tb(r) but not in the Tb(R). However, if the change of
the jet geometry is due to the saturation of MHD acceleration pro-
cess (e.g Kovalev et al. 2020b), it should be accompanied by the
change of the both profiles Tb(r) and Tb(R).

In such jet viewed at the fixed angle θ , the Doppler factor grows
along the jet up to its maximal value δmax ≈ 1/sinθ at a distance
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Figure 10. (Top row) Brightness temperature versus radial distance measured relative to the 15 GHz core (from right to left) for 3C 111, 3C 273 and 3C 279.
The individual jet components whose motion along the jet was observed at many epochs are highlighted by colour, the rest jet features are shown by grey dots.
Errors and limits are not shown. (Bottom row) The corresponding position angles of the same components.

Figure 11. Histogram of the power-law indices n in a particle density dis-
tribution along the jet N(r) ∝ rn, assuming toroidal (b = −1) and poloidal
(b = −2) scaling of the magnetic field strength, B(r) ∝ rb. Median values
of the resultant power law indices n are given. The unfilled distributions are
calculated for 447 sources and α =−0.8 using fitted values for indices s and
d, following Eq. 3. For the filled and dashed distributions we considered the
average spectral indices of jet components measured between 8 and 15 GHz
(Hovatta et al. 2014), which reduces the number of sources to 148.

where Γ ≈ δmax. Then δ decreases up to the region rbreak where the
saturation takes place with Γ ≈ const and the jet becomes almost
conical (see figs. 8, 9 in Kovalev et al. 2020b). Thus, downstream
rbreak, equations 3 and A2 are applicable. However, in the accelerat-
ing part of the jet, i.e. upstream the break, the relations for the bright-
ness temperature gradients depend on the geometry of the magnetic
field in the jet and the relation between the emitting particles and the
magnetic field energy densities. For the toroidal field B ∝ (ΓR)−1

and for the poloidal field B ∝ R−2, assuming velocity β ≈ 1. The
number density of emitting particles is defined from the continu-
ity equation as N ∝ Γ−1R−2. However, in the local equipartition,
N ∝ B2 and for the adiabatic case N ∝ (ΓRx)−(s+2)/3, where x = 2

Figure 12. Dependence of ŝ versus s in Tb ∝ rs and Tb ∝ Rŝ, respectively,
and the parameter space of n and b. The dashed lines indicate the region
under assumption of moderate variation in Doppler factor, i.e. δ ∝ rp and
p = 0.7. The solid line marks the lower bounds for a shock-in-jet model and
assumption of b = −1, α = −0.8. The dashed-dotted lines indicate values
n =−2, b =−1, d = 1 and α =−0.8.

for 2D-expansion (Baum et al. 1997; Georganopoulos & Kazanas
2004; Kaiser 2006) and x = 3 for 3D-expansion (Qian et al. 2010).

To obtain the expression for the observed Tb(R) dependence in the
case of the accelerating jet, we consider the brightness temperature
at the plasma frame T ′

b connected with the measured value through:

Tb = δT ′
b ∝ δNB(1−α)Rν

′(α−2)
. (10)
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Here, Tb is measured at the observed frequency ν (up to the con-
stant (1+z) factor), while T ′

b is measured at the frequency ν ′ = ν/δ

which changes along the accelerating jet. Substituting this to equa-
tion 10, we obtain at fixed observing frequency (Readhead 1994):

Tb ∝ NB(1−α)Rδ
(3−α). (11)

Substituting the plasma frame fields radius dependencies in equa-
tion 11, we obtain the following scalings:

T tor
b (R) ∝δ (

δ

RΓ
)2−α ,

T pol
b (R) ∝R(2α−3)

δ
3−α/Γ ,

T eq,tor
b (R) ∝(RΓ)α−3Rδ

3−α ,

T eq,pol
b (R) ∝R−5+2α

δ
3−α ,

T ad,2D,tor
b (R) ∝R−(7ε+5)/6

Γ
−(5ε+7)/6

δ
(ε+5)/2 ,

T ad,2D,pol
b (R) ∝R−(5ε+4)/3

Γ
−(ε+2)/3

δ
(ε+5)/2 ,

T ad,3D,tor
b (R) ∝R−3(ε+1)/2

Γ
−(5ε+7)/6

δ
(ε+5)/2 ,

T ad,3D,pol
b (R) ∝R−2(ε+1)

Γ
−(ε+2)/3

δ
(ε+5)/2 ,

(12)

where ‘tor’ and ’pol’ denote the toroidal and poloidal magnetic field
case, ’eq’ stands for the equipartition and ’ad’ for the adiabatic case.
The terms 2D and 3D correspond to the expansion type in the adia-
batic case.

Thus, to derive the expressions for the brightness temperature gra-
dients in the accelerating jet, one has to specify the velocity profile
Γ(r) and assume an asymptotic for δ (r). For example, assuming the
universal acceleration profile Γ ∝ R (Nokhrina et al. 2022), we ob-
tain that Tb(R) does not depend on the magnetic field geometry in
all four cases considered:

Tb(R) ∝R(2−α)(p̂−2)+p̂ ,

T eq
b (R) ∝R2α−5+p̂(3−α) ,

T ad,2D
b (R) ∝R−2(ε+1)+p̂(ε+5)/2 ,

T ad,3D
b (R) ∝R−(7ε+8)/3+p̂(ε+5)/2 .

(13)

Here, p̂ is the exponent of the Doppler factor radius dependence
δ (R) ∝ Rp̂. One can assume further that δ ∝ Γ for the jet region
with Γ < 1/θ (Nokhrina et al. 2022), thus p̂ = 1. In that case we
obtain:

Tb(R) ∝Rα−1 ,

T eq
b (R) ∝Rα−2 ,

T ad,2D
b (R) ∝R(1−3ε)/2

∝ R3α−1 ,

T ad,3D
b (R) ∝R−(11ε+1)/6

∝ R(11α−6)/3 .

(14)

Comparing with equation A2 and equation 9 we see that with the
assumptions of Γ ∝ R and δ ∝ Γ, the break in Tb(R) is not expected
with constant ŝ = −2.5 for canonical (n̂ = −2, b̂ = −1 and α =
−0.5) in the conical domain case. The same holds with constant
ŝ =−3.8 for the poloidal field with the 3D expansion adiabatic case.

However, in the general case, when only Γ ∝ R holds, the expo-
nent ŝ in the jet region upstream of the break rbreak depends on the
break position relative to the region of the maximal Doppler fac-
tor δmax in the jet. The latter strongly depends on the viewing angle
(Kutkin et al. 2019). The value of p̂ could be negative if the break oc-
curs further downstream of the region with δmax, where δ decreases.
In that case, the exponent ŝ upstream the break will be lower than
those, presented in equation 14.

For nearby AGN with the detected geometry transition, rbreak is
possibly located in the region of decreasing δ , hence we expect the
break in the Tb(R) dependence at rbreak from steep to flat (e.g., see
fig. 11 in Kutkin et al. 2019). We observe a notable change in the
Tb ∝ Rŝ slopes from steep to flat upstream and downstream the break,
correspondingly (see figure A1). For example, for the radio galaxy
1637+826 with the highest viewing angle in the sample of Kovalev
et al. (2020b), ŝ-index at the break position changes from −3.02±
0.14 to −1.37±0.19. For Cygnus A, ŝ-index changes from −3.9±
0.3 to −1.8± 0.7 and for the radio galaxy PKS 1514+00 – from
−3.3±0.9 to −1.9±0.4.

To summarize, in general case the jet acceleration changes Tb(R)
relation making it to depend not only on the magnetic field topology
and its relation with the emitting particles density, but also on the
acceleration profile and the jet viewing angle. However, for nearby
sources we expect the break in the Tb(R) dependence from steep to
flat, that is observed in several radio galaxies.

7 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We present a study of the brightness temperature and component
size distributions along relativistic jets for the brightest AGNs in the
northern sky. The complete flux density limited sample with total
VLBA flux density above 1.5 Jy for declination δ >−30◦ comprises
447 (analysed; 458 in total) sources. Their observations were made
within the MOJAVE programme and its predecessor, the VLBA 2cm
Survey from 1995 until 2019 at 15 GHz.

Our main findings and conclusions are as follows.

(i) The jet feature’s size follows a power-law profile as a func-
tion of distance to the core R ∝ rd with the median value of d =
1.02± 0.03. This result agrees well with the independent previous
measures of the deconvolved jet width (Kovalev et al. 2020b), there-
fore, indicating that the jet components nicely trace jet geometry.
On the scales probed by the VLBA observations at 15 GHz, the jets
in quasars and BL Lac objects expand freely, while the jets in radio
galaxies experience collimation.

(ii) Extrapolating the fits of the radial distribution of the com-
ponent size to the true jet origin, we estimated typical separation
of the 15 GHz VLBI core as 109±6 µas. The comparison of this
result with the core shift measures between 8 and 15 GHz yields
rcore ∝ ν−1/(0.83±0.03), indicating that the VLBI cores typically lie
within the collimated jet regions.

(iii) We show that the jet regions where a transition from
parabolic to conical streamline takes place is characterized by an
enhancement of the brightness temperature.

(iv) The brightness temperature gradient along the jets and the
dependence of the brightness temperature on the component size
follow a power-law profile Tb ∝ rs and Tb ∝ Rŝ with a median in-
dex of s =−2.82 and ŝ =−2.87, respectively. Using theoretical re-
lations between the estimated power-law indices, we derived a pa-
rameter range of physical conditions in the jets. The median values
agree well with a simple model where the components are optically
thin blobs moving down the conical outflows (d = 1) with a con-
stant speed, the power-law evolution of the emitting particle density
(n = −2), dominant toroidal magnetic field (b = −1) and optically
thin spectra (α = −0.8). The distributions of the power-law index
are also consistent with the shock-in-jet model which incorporates
adiabatic expansion under an assumption that the Doppler factor in-
creases along the jet.

(v) We measured a variety of the brightness temperature profiles
down the jet. Half of the sources (233 jets) are poorly described by
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the single power law, implying the presence of different inhomo-
geneities in their jets. A number of broken profiles can be associ-
ated with slow moving components formed by a shocked region. We
found a significant correlation between the observed broken Tb(r)
and R(r) profiles with the observed non-radial motions in the jets.
Convincing evidence for the association of complex distributions is
shown with the asymmetric intensity profiles, jets bends and heli-
cally twisted magnetic fields. We conclude that the complex profiles
are determined by curvature effects, such that a change in the posi-
tion angle of the emitting region relative to the line of sight causes
Doppler factor variations.

(vi) The change of the Tb(r) and Tb(R) gradients at the position of
the jet geometry transition generally depends on the velocity profile
and the viewing angle. For radio galaxies, it suggests a change of the
gradients from steep to flat, being consistent with the observations of
several radio galaxies demonstrating a jet transition from a parabolic
to conical shape.

It is not clear why in some sources, we observe complex behavior
of R(r), Tb(r) and Tb(R) and their association with jet peculiarities
but not in others. The presence of different inhomogeneities which
have an imprint on the considered profiles could be distinguished
in source-by-source analysis, which is currently done for a hand-
ful of AGNs because it requires a considerably large amount of ob-
servational time. We expect that more sources will exhibit complex
profiles once new observations are performed; which will help ad-
dressing and inferring physical conditions within the jets of active
galaxies.
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APPENDIX A: BRIGHTNESS TEMPERATURE VS
COMPONENT SIZE

In the same manner as in section 2.2, one can parameterize the phys-
ical parameters as a function of the jet width:

B(R) ∝ Rb̂ ,

N(R) ∝ Rn̂ ,
(A1)

then the brightness temperature gradient versus the size of compo-
nents is defined by Tb(R) ∝ Rŝ, where

ŝ = n̂+ b̂(1−α)+1 . (A2)

Assuming relation R ∝ rd , the indices ŝ and s (equation 3) are, there-
fore, connected through the geometry of the outflow (Pushkarev &
Kovalev 2012):

ŝ = 1+
n+b(1−α)

d
=

s
d
. (A3)

The evolution of the brightness temperature with the component
size Tb(R) was fitted by Tb(R) = a0Rŝ and to account for the break
by

Tb(R) = a1Rŝ1 , if r < rb,TR;

Tb(R) = a2Rŝ2 , if r > rb,TR.
(A4)

Figure A1 shows the radial distributions of the brightness temper-
ature versus component size with the resultant fit by a single power-
law model. Figure A2 and Table 3 summarise the power-law index
s′ distribution with the median of −2.87 over all sources. There is
a small spread of median values of ŝ-indices between quasars, radio
galaxies and NLSY1, while BL Lacs are characterised by a flatter
profile. The Anderson-Darling rejects the null hypothesis that for
quasars and blazars ŝ values are drawn from the same distribution, at
the 0.001 significance level. For a range z< 0.1, the AD-test shows a
marginal evidence for difference of populations of RGs and BL Lacs
ŝ; the corresponding p-value is 0.026.

In Fig. A4, we plot the dependence of d-index against the ra-
tio of s to ŝ-index (assuming single power-law fits). To account
for possible outliers, we employed robust linear regression with
Student-t likelihood and obtained the slope 0.99± 0.02 and inter-
cept 0.00± 0.02 (95 per cent credible intervals). The median value
of s/ŝ = 0.99±0.02 is consistent with the median d = 1.02±0.03.
This is an independent check that the size of the jet features reflects
the jet geometry.

The Tb(R) profiles of the 172 sources that are better fit by a

Figure A1. Brightness temperature vs the component FWHM for 0003−066.
Different colours denote individual components. The arrows denote the upper
limits, equation 4. The solid lines indicate results of the automated fit by a
single power-law model Tb(R) = a0Rŝ. The plots for all sources are available
online as supplementary material.

Figure A2. Distribution of the power-law indices ŝ in Tb ∝ Rŝ of all sources.

double-power-law model, are shown in Fig. A3. The correspond-
ing distribution of the power-law indices ŝ1 and ŝ2 is given in Ap-
pendix D. In the majority of known sources with a change in the
jet geometry, we detect a break in the distribution of the brightness
temperature versus component size.

The location and appearance of the break in Tb(R) is not so
explicit due to complex behaviour of the brightness temperature
and component size near the break. The Tb(R) profiles are more
straight and narrower compared to Tb(r) and R(r) (e.g. 0333+321,
2351+456). We suggest that the brightness temperature variations
can be partially driven by the spread in component sizes R at the
same radial distance r. Out of 172 sources with the break in Tb(R),
132 jets also showed a break in Tb(r), and 70 sources are fit by a
double power-law model in all three distributions.

APPENDIX B: BRIGHTNESS TEMPERATURE – SIZE
DEPENDENCIES FOR THE SOURCES USED FOR THE
UNCERTAINTY CALIBRATION.

Here we present the brightness temperature Tb - component size R
dependence for ten sources (Figure B1) used to calibrate the uncer-
tainty estimates of Lee et al. (2008). The resultant size error scaling
factor is shown in Fig. B2.

MNRAS 000, 1–22 (2025)

https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1995A&A...302..335S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/722/2/L183
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010ApJ...722L.183T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/191683
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1992ApJS...81....1T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201935756
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020A&A...634A.112T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00107510802066753
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008ConPh..49...71T
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/833/2/288
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016ApJ...833..288T
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1987SvA....31..136V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202449790
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2024A&A...688A..94Y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt1816
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013MNRAS.436.3341Z
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013MNRAS.436.3341Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature13399
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014Natur.510..126Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/374619
http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003ApJ...589..126Z


18 E. V. Kravchenko et al.

Figure A3. Brightness temperature vs the component FWHM for selected jets with strong evidence of a break. Different colours denote individual components.
The solid lines indicate results of the automated fit by a double power-law model following equation A4. The arrows indicate the lower limits on Tb, obtained
from the upper limits on R with equation 4. The plots for all sources are available online as supplementary material.

Figure A4. Correspondence between the estimated values of indices d and
s/ŝ. The solid line is a linear regression (0.99±0.02)x+(0.0±0.02).

APPENDIX C: TESTING THE INTEGRATED PATH
LENGTH VS PROJECTED RADIAL DISTANCE

In the case of the bent jets, the radial displacement of a component
is smaller than the total path it travels along the jet. This can in-
troduce bias into our calculations, since component sizes will grow
faster with r, and the Tb(r) dependence will appear steeper than
the true (underlying) one. To estimate magnitude and to test if the
zigzag patterns are not produced by this effect, we make the fol-
lowing analysis. We selected three sources: 0738+313, 1716+686
and 2230+114, which have curved jets (fig. 2 of Pushkarev et al.

(2017)) and show complex distribution of their brightness tempera-
ture and component size (see Fig. 4). We construct their ridgelines
following the same procedure described in Pushkarev et al. (2017),
using stacked 15 GHz Stokes I images. The distance to the compo-
nent from the core was then estimated as integrated length along the
ridgeline to the projection point. The resultant difference between
the radial distance and the integrated path length reaches ∼ 2.5 mas
for 0738+313, because its jet makes a sharp bend of about 60◦ (in
projection on the sky plane) at a distance of 3 mas from the core (see
Section E for details).

We applied the same automated fit to these data. No signifi-
cant difference between the power-law index estimates was found
for 1716+686 and 2230+114. For 0738+313, the indices d and s
changed by 10 per cent. About 8 per cent the the sample sources
have strongly curved jets. We conclude that this effect has no sig-
nificant influence on our statistical results but needs to be accounted
for in highly curved jets.

APPENDIX D: POWER-LAW INDEX DISTRIBUTIONS
FOR THE BROKEN PROFILES

The distribution of the power-law indices d1 and d2 of the sources
that are better fit by a double power-law dependence (equation 6) are
shown in Fig. B3 (See details in section 3.1.2). The median d1 and
d2-values for different spectral classes are listed in Table D1. The
same for the Tb(r) dependencies is shown in Fig. D2.

APPENDIX E: NOTES ON INDIVIDUAL SOURCES

3C 66A (0219+428)

Both the size and the brightness temperature distribution show com-
plex behaviour at two distinct locations: around 2–3 mas and be-
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Figure B1. The brightness temperature vs. component FWHM dependence and its power-law fits for sources used to calibrate the uncertainty estimates from
Lee et al. (2008), Section A. The uncertainty scaling factor was already applied to the shown error bars (see Section 2.2 for details).

Table D1. Median values of the fitted d, s and ŝ-indices for a single and double power-law models. The full data set comprises 447 AGNs, 271 flat spectrum
radio quasars, 135 BL Lacertae objects, 25 radio galaxies and 5 radio-loud NLSY1. Number of sources with the significant broken profile is given.

Opt. class d N d1 d2 s N s1 ss ŝ N ŝ1 ŝ2

Quasars 0.95 72 1.03 0.55 -2.83 144 -3.02 -2.54 -2.99 108 -3.00 -2.44
BL Lac objects 1.12 34 0.98 0.79 -2.90 68 -3.03 -2.59 -2.59 48 -2.84 -2.22
Radio galaxies 0.77 8 0.88 0.90 -2.59 17 -2.15 -2.06 -2.83 14 -2.38 -1.85
NLSY1 1.16 2 1.14 0.60 -3.04 2 -3.15 -1.98 -2.78 1 -3.49 -2.25

All 1.02 117 1.03 0.65 -2.82 233 -2.95 -2.53 -2.87 172 -2.97 -2.35
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Figure B2. Posterior distributions (blue violin plots) of the size uncertainty
scale factor for sources in Section B1. Vertical orange line shows the median
value used in the analysis.

Figure B3. Histograms of the power-law indices d1 and d2 in radial depen-
dence of the component size R(r) for the 117 jets with strong evidence of a
break.

Figure D1. Histograms of the power-law indices s1 and s2 in radial depen-
dence of the brightness temperature Tb(r) for the 171 jets with strong evi-
dence of a break.

yond 8 mas from the core. Variations at 2–3 mas were seen before by
Jorstad et al. (2005) for R(r) and by Böttcher et al. (2005) for Tb(r)
as well. Jorstad et al. (2005) associated this non-monotonic change
with the double-shock structure supported by the kinematic analy-
sis which yields multiple stationary components within 3 mas of the
core (Jorstad et al. 2017; Lister et al. 2019). Meanwhile, Böttcher

Figure D2. Histogram of the power-law indices ŝ1 and ŝ2 in the dependence
of the brightness temperature from the component size Tb(R) for the 233 jets
with strong evidence of a break.

et al. (2005) suggested that the jet bend gives rise to these varia-
tions. The second break at 8 mas coincides with an apparent jet bend
of ∼25◦ (Pushkarev et al. 2017). This may give a change of the
Doppler factor, and, therefore, may explain the deviation of the ra-
dial gradient in the brightness temperature and the component size
from the single power-law.

NRAO 140 (0333+321)

Both Tb(r) and R(r) distributions exhibit clear zigzag profiles. This
is one of a few sources with a detected transverse RM gradient,
which together with the RM-corrected orientation of polarization
vectors suggests a helical magnetic field in both the jet and its sur-
rounding spine (Asada et al. 2008). As in the case of the well-studied
quasar 3C 273 (see below), the observed complex distributions could
originate due to stratified emission and an asymmetric total intensity
profile (see also Bruni et al. 2021). Alternatively, the first variation
in the distributions coincides with the stationary component around
0.5 mas seen from kinematics (Lister et al. 2021), and thus can be ex-
plained by a shock scenario. The second wave around 6–7 mas is as-
sociated with enhanced emission (an individual blob on the stacked
Stokes I image) and flat spectral index (Hovatta et al. 2014), and,
therefore, may be produced by a number of factors, e.g. a shock or
interaction of the jet with the surrounding medium.

3C 111 (0415+379)

Kovalev et al. (2020b) report on a jet geometry transition at 7.0±
0.5 mas, indicating that the jet is freely expanding beyond this
region. This coincides well with our measures of rb,R = 7.16 ±
0.18 mas and rb,T = 7.81±0.0.03 mas. Beuchert et al. (2018) detect
a sudden decrease of the feature size at a distance of about 3 mas,
which is accompanied by an increase of Tb(r) and polarized flux
density, which was interpreted as a recollimation shock. Due to the
significantly large amount of data over multiple epochs, it is difficult
to spot a localized bump around 3-4 mas. If we mark the trajectories
of individual jet features (Fig. 10), then a zigzag profile in this re-
gion becomes apparent. This variation coincides with a clear change
in the jet PA by about 20◦. The slope of Tb(r) after the break at 7 mas
is s = −4.36± 0.24. Such a steep gradient may indicate a shocked
decelerating jet after recollimation.

Additionally, Jorstad et al. (2017) and Lister et al. (2021) detected
multiple stationary components within 1 mas of the core. Due to a

MNRAS 000, 1–22 (2025)



Brightness temperature gradients along AGN jets 21

large spread of the data points, we are unable to track any notable
variations in distributions at this position, if they are present.

3C 120 (0430+052)

Thanks to the long-term monitoring, this radio galaxy can be studied
in detail. First of all, this is one of the jets which shows a geometry
transition (Kovalev et al. 2020b) at a position of 2.7± 0.4 mas. We
note that Gómez et al. (2000, 2008) report on an interaction between
the jet components and the external medium or a cloud at the same
jet position, consistent with the idea of a precessing jet. Due to the
large scatter of the data points, our automated routine yields rb,R =
5.0±0.4 mas and rb,T = 12.47±0.10 mas. If we consider individual
components and PA variations, a bump in the Tb(r) around 3 mas is
clearly visible.

There is a notable zigzag pattern around 10 mas in the jet. Gómez
et al. (2011) reported significantly increased emission at a position
12 mas from the core. They observed a sign reversal in the Faraday
rotation measure at this position when compared to the remaining
jet. The RM-corrected direction of linear polarization is the same as
for the whole jet, i.e. perpendicular to the jet axis. The stacked im-
age shows that the 3C 120 jet becomes near-edge-brightened at this
position (Pushkarev et al. 2017). The kinematics show a hint for a
stationary component at this position (Lister et al. 2021). Interesting
to note, the polarization and the total intensity images of 3C 120 are
reminiscent of those of 3C 273 (component Q1 at around 10 mas, At-
tridge et al. 2005), as well as the brightness temperature distribution.
Thus, a helical instability pattern or jet rotation could produce varia-
tion in our distributions. Beside the breaks discussed above, Casadio
et al. (2015) and Jorstad et al. (2017) reported on multiple station-
ary components within 1 mas of the core, which can be traced from
enhanced Tb(r).

0738+313

The Tb(r) and R(r) distributions show one of the most pronounced
zigzag profiles in our sample. In sections 5.2 and C, we mentioned
that its jet is sharply bent by ∼ 40◦ at 3 mas downstream the 15 GHz
core, accompanied by the flattening of a spectral index (Hovatta et al.
2014). At the position of the bend, we detect a break in both dis-
tributions at rb,T = 3.83± 0.03 and rb,R = 3.23± 0.07. The Fara-
day RM value (Hovatta et al. 2012) significantly decreases from
(−373±84) rad m−2 before the bend to (−46±103) rad m−2 down-
stream. This is consistent with a scenario where the jet makes a
large angle to the LOS before the bend, and, therefore, more exter-
nal medium and a higher value of the rotation measure is observed
there. After the bend, the jet becomes more aligned with the LOS
and smaller RM is seen. An increase of Tb(r) and a decrease of R(r)
after the break support this interpretation.

0836+710

R(r) and Tb(r) show complex behaviour beyond 2 mas from the
15 GHz core, with two extrema around 3 and 10 mas. Perucho et al.
(2012) observed helical structures propagating at relativistic speeds
in this jet, suggesting the presence of helical and elliptical sur-
face modes of the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability. Displacements of
an emitting pattern in the jet relative to the line of sight would yield
boosting (or de-boosting) which could explain the complex R(r) and
Tb(r) distributions.

1055+018

This is the first source where the spine-sheath structure was observed
(Attridge et al. 1999). We see significant deviations from a power
law in R(r), Tb(r) and Tb(R) at 5 mas from the 15 GHz core. The 5
and 8.4 GHz polarized images are determined by a sheath down-
stream at 4 mas, which is not visible in the spine-dominated up-
stream region (Pushkarev et al. 2005). Also, the structure of the jet
upstream of this break is represented by two stationary jet features
(Jorstad et al. 2017; Lister et al. 2021).

3C 273 (1226+023)

This quasar shows the most intriguing profiles. Using our auto-
mated routine, we found a break at rb,R = (4.7 ± 0.2)mas and
rb,T = (5.22±0.03)mas. Although, if we highlight individual com-
ponents and plot their position angles (see Fig. 10), it appears that
different jet features travel along their own zigzag trajectories on the
R(r) and Tb(r) planes. Extrema in these distributions are seen al-
ready at distances about 2 mas from the core. This coincides well
with the region where the jet emission changes from being center-
brightened to near-edge-brightened (Gómez et al. 2012). At the
same time, the analysis of the pc-to-kpc jet structure (Okino et al.
2022) indicates a shape transition from parabolic to conical stream-
lines beyond 15 mas. Although, Okino et al. (2022) excluded the
∼ 7− 15 mas region from their analysis because of a change in PA
of about 20◦. This is the region where different jet features follow
their own trajectories in our distributions, but due to a significantly
large number of observations, we can trace PA variations in excess
of 35◦. In view of this complex behaviour, it is difficult to draw firm
conclusions about the region of jet recollimation. Our estimate of
d = 0.57±0.02 up to ∼ 5 mas agrees well with that of Okino et al.
(2022), d = 0.66.

The 3C 273 jet is also a well-established case of a transverse
Faraday RM gradient (Asada et al. 2002; Lisakov et al. 2021). Re-
cently, Bruni et al. (2021) detected a limb-brightened structure us-
ing 1.6 GHz RadioAstron observations. The transverse asymmet-
ric Stokes I profiles were seen before in the 3C 273 jet at 43 GHz
(Savolainen et al. 2006a; Gómez et al. 2012). All these observations
can be explained by a stratification in total and linearly polarized
emission across the jet width due to a helical magnetic field. Al-
ternatively, these could be the result of plasma instability patterns
developing at the jet boundary (Lobanov & Zensus 2001). One of
the plausible scenarios which can produce evolving zigzag profiles
(Fig. 10) is the rotation of the jet around its axis. Helical patterns
then will make different angles to the LOS at different epochs of
observations, and their Doppler factors will differ.

3C 279 (1253−055)

This quasar exhibits one of the most pronounced zigzag profiles in
Tb(r) and R(r), similar to those of 3C 273 (Fig. 8). On the stacked
total intensity image (Pushkarev et al. 2017), the jet of 3C 279 be-
comes far-edge-brightened exactly at the position of rbreak ≈ 3 mas.
Recent 1.3 mm VLBI observations have shown a systematic change
in the source structure, suggesting travelling shocks or instabilities
in a bent, possibly rotating the jet (Kim et al. 2020). This is consis-
tent with the continuous variation of the jet PA seen at mas-scales
(Lister et al. 2021). The behaviour of the source at optical and radio
wavelengths supports either a predominantly helical magnetic field
or motion of the radiating plasma along a spiral path (Larionov et al.
2020). Therefore, the break in our distributions can be explained by
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the change in the LOS of the emitting regions. This model would
also explain different enhancement of Tb at about 3 mas for different
jet components, which progressively decreases with time (Fig. 10).

(Homan et al. 2003) argued that component 1 changed in apparent
projected direction, becoming more aligned with our line of sight
after a bend. This event can be associated with the bump in Tb vs.
distance seen in Fig. 10, characterized by a steeper slope after the
break and supporting the LOS scenario.

OR 186 (1551+130)

The source exhibits complex profiles with apparent multiple zigzag
patterns. The jet appears helically twisted in the stacked image
(Pushkarev et al. 2023) accompanied by oscillating PA variations
of different jet features.

3C 345 (1641+399)

The brightness temperature gradient along the jet reveals a broken
power-law behaviour with a break distance of ∼ 5 mas and the two
slopes d1 = −1.85± 0.03 and d2 = −2.5± 0.3. Using the spectral
evolution of a jet component, Lobanov & Zensus (1999) found ev-
idence of a change from the synchrotron to the adiabatic stage at a
distance of 1.2–1.5 mas from the core, which suggests a transition
from Compton to a synchrotron stage. Notable variations in our dis-
tributions of different jet features are visible in this jet region.

The recent analysis of the long-term 43 GHz evolution of the
3C 345 jet components showed that they move on helical paths
(Röder et al. 2024). This, for example, can be threads produced by
a Kelvin-Helmholtz instability which were recently revealed in the
RadioAstron observations of the 3C 279 jet (Fuentes et al. 2023).
Non-monotonic gradient of the Tb(r) then can be produced by an in-
teraction of a Kelvin-Helmholtz thread with a shock (Romero 1995).

1716+686

This quasar shows the best example of zigzag profiles with multi-
ple humps. The jet appears helical in the stacked Stokes I image
(Pushkarev et al. 2023). To stress, if T,b(r) variations are not solely
due to change in the component size, in Fig. E1, we plot the flux
density gradient along the jet for different components. It is clear
that Tb(r), R(r) and S(r) change coherently and are likely being pro-
duced by a change of the Doppler factor. Lister et al. (2021) reported
on multiple non-radial trajectory components in this jet. This indi-
cates directional changes of the jet features.

3C 380 (1828+487)

This quasar exhibits one of the complex distributions, reminiscent
of a zigzag pattern for individual jet features. Its stacked Stokes I
image shows an asymmetric edge-brightened profile beyond 2 mas,
where emission starts to leak from the near toward the far side of the
jet. Additionally, Gabuzda et al. (2014) reported a transverse RM
gradient in the jet. These facts point toward a helical magnetic field,
which, in turn, can explain the observed distribution variations.

3C 395 (1901+319)

The variation of both Tb(r) and R(r) distributions is connected with
the distant stationary component, at a distance of about 15 mas.

Figure E1. Flux density of the jet components versus the radial distance from
the 15 GHz core in quasar 1716+686. Different colours denote individual
components.

Cygnus A (1957+405)

We see significant evidence for a break in all considered distribu-
tions. For the component size, we estimate rb,R = 1.68± 0.09 mas,
d1 ≈ 0.0 and d2 = 0.81 ± 0.11. Using the brightness temperature
distribution, we obtain rb,T = 2.72±0.03 mas, s1 =−2.8±0.5 and
s2 =−2.2±0.3. These values are quite consistent with the results of
Boccardi et al. (2016) and Nakahara et al. (2019), who observed the
narrowing of the jet at 2 mas and the formation of a stationary fea-
ture at this position. They explain these changes by active collima-
tion. Meanwhile, these authors estimated d1 = 0.55 within the inner
2 mas and d2 = 0.56 beyond. Most likely, this discrepancy with our
estimates of the jet width profile arises because we lack jet features
at distances of 3-5 mas in our data set.

BL Lac (2200+420)

Kovalev et al. (2020b) reported a geometry transition in this blazar
jet at ∼ 2.5 mas using 1.4 and 15 GHz VLBA observations. They
estimated the indices d1 ∼ 0.53 and d2 ∼ 1.1 before and after the
break, respectively. Our jet expansion profile given in Fig. 4 is well
consistent with the result of Kovalev et al. (2020b). The automated fit
yields rb,R = 2.43±0.02 mas and rb,T = 1.33±0.03 mas. Visually,
the jet reconfines in between these estimates, at ≲ 2 mas. We defined
d1 = 0.75± 0.02 and d2 = 1.05± 0.06. Meanwhile, the power-law
index values of the brightness temperature evolution before and af-
ter the break are well consistent with each other within the errors,
s1,2 ∼ −4, consistent with adiabatic losses being the dominant en-
ergy loss mechanism. Recent high-resolution 43 and 86 GHz VLBI
data analysis provides a hint for a more complex jet profile upstream
1.5 mas of the jet (Casadio et al. 2021). This could be created by
another process of jet reconfinement, ending up with the forma-
tion of a recollimation shock at around 1.5 mas. The RadioAstron
polarimetric space VLBI observations (Gómez et al. 2016) suggest
that the jet of BL Lac contains another set of recollimation shocks
within the 40–250 µas upstream of the radio core. Such a pattern
of recollimation shocks is consistent with the scenario where the jet
propagates through an ambient medium with a decreasing pressure
gradient (Gómez et al. 2016).
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CTA 102 (2230+114)

The variation in the brightness temperature along the jet is complex
and reflects the change in the component size: the slopes of distribu-
tions change in different jet regions within 1–10 mas. These profiles
are well consistent with the results of a detailed study by Fromm
et al. (2013), who interpreted the radial evolution of the jet param-
eters by recollimation shocks which produce a transverse pressure
gradient and lead to a jet bend. This is supported by a deceleration
and change in the viewing angle of the flow. Fromm et al. (2013)
suggested expansion and deceleration upstream of the jet, which
ends up in the stationary component at around 2 mas. Then there
is a new process of jet recollimation within the 4 ≤ r ≤ 8 mas re-
gion. From our R(r) profiles, it is unclear if the jet width decreases
at ∼ 2 mas, but it is clear that the jet reconfines at ∼ 7 mas. Be-
sides, Hovatta et al. (2012) reported on transverse RM gradient in
the quasar jet, which points toward a helical magnetic field. This
can partially explain the observed significant curvature of the jet
(Pushkarev et al. 2017).

3C 454.3 (2251+158)

The Tb(r) and R(r) distributions beyond ∼ 2 mas are complex, ac-
companied by a notable bump at ∼ 6 mas. This position coincides
with the region of a significant jet bend. Zamaninasab et al. (2013)
showed that the asymmetric transverse structure of the quasar jet
provides convincing evidence that it is threaded by a large-scale, or-
dered, helical magnetic field. This scenario would explain the broken
profiles.

4C +45.51 (2351+456)

The significant break in R(r) at rb,R = 2.8±0.5, which is accompa-
nied by the break in Tb(R) at the same jet location, can be associated
with the stationary component number 2 located at a mean distance
of r ≈ 3.8 mas.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.
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