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ABSTRACT

It is believed that dual active galactic nuclei (dual AGN) will form during galaxies merge. Studying

dual-AGN emission can provide valuable insights into galaxy merging and evolution. To investigate

parsec-scale radio emission properties, we observed eight radio components of four selected dual-AGN

systems using the Very Long Baseline Array (VLBA) at 5 GHz in multiple-phase-center mode. Among

them, two compact radio components, labeled J0051+0020B and J2300–0005A, were detected clearly

on parsec scales for the first time. However, the radio emission of the other six components was

resolved out in the high-resolution images. We provided the values or upper limits of the brightness

temperature and radio emission power, and analyzed the emission origins in detail for each target.

Based on their physical properties reported in this work and in the literature, we suggest the radio

emission in J0051+0020B and J2300−0005A originates primarily from compact jets, while the other

six sources show more complex emission mechanisms. In addition, our VLBA observations suggest the

systematic X-ray deficit in our dual-AGN sample is likely attributed to the tidally induced effect and

possible viewing angle effect.

Keywords: dual AGN, VLBI, galaxy merging, radio emission origin, jet

1. INTRODUCTION

The prevailing Lambda Cold Dark Matter (ΛCDM) cosmological model describes a hierarchical structure formation

process in the Universe. Small galaxies assemble through mergers and interactions into progressively larger systems,

eventually forming the massive galaxies and clusters we observe today (Springel et al. 2005). It is generally believed

that each galaxy typically harbors a supermassive black hole (SMBH) at its center (Kormendy & Ho 2013). During

galaxy mergers, tidal torques could trigger the accretion and feedback of central black holes (Barnes & Hernquist 1996;

Di Matteo et al. 2005), but rare dual active galactic nuclei (dual AGN) could be observed (Van Wassenhove et al. 2012).

These dual AGN serve as essential targets for multiwavelength astronomical observations and offer crucial insights into

the processes of black hole mergers and activations. For example, some observations suggest that galaxy mergers could
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trigger black hole accretion (e.g., Liu et al. 2012; Koss et al. 2012; Fu et al. 2018). However, recent surveys suggest the

stochastic accretion mode could play a dominant role even in the presence of kiloparsec-scale dual AGN systems (e.g.,

Hopkins & Hernquist 2006; Gross et al. 2019; Steffen et al. 2023). Moreover, galaxy mergers can trigger star formation,

redistribute gas and dust, and alter galaxy morphology, making dual AGN a unique observational window into galaxy

mergers and evolution (e.g., Liu et al. 2012). Dual AGN exhibit detectable signatures across the electromagnetic

spectrum due to their unique radiative properties. These features, observable with current capabilities, make dual

AGN compelling targets for investigating galaxy evolution and have inspired diverse research programs to unravel the

intricate dynamics and linkage between galaxies and their central SMBHs (e.g., Komossa et al. 2002; Bianchi et al.

2008; Green et al. 2010; Fu et al. 2015b; Yang et al. 2017; Chen et al. 2023; Gross et al. 2023).

However, observational and interpretative challenges are significant due to the complexity of dual AGN. Anomalous

jet morphologies, such as X-shaped radio galaxies (e.g., Merritt & Ekers 2002), double-double radio galaxies (e.g.,

Schoenmakers et al. 2000), and ring structure (e.g., Roos et al. 1993) or spiral trajectory (e.g., Britzen et al. 2012) in

radio jets, can indicate dual AGN. These structures can arise from the intense tidal torques during galaxy mergers,

which alter the jet’s collimated structure. Other studies search for double-peaked emission lines from clouds in broad or

narrow-line regions associated with the SMBH binary’s orbital motion (e.g., Smith et al. 2012). However, almost all of

the double-peaked AGNs are caused by gas kinematics rather than true dual-AGN systems (e.g., Bogdanović et al. 2009;

Fu et al. 2012). For closely separated binaries, cyclic outburst activities (Lehto & Valtonen 1996) provide alternative

indicators, although they also have limitations. Given the complex nature of dual AGN, reliable confirmation requires

multiple observational clues, as no single signature guarantees definitive evidence. A multiwavelength and multifaceted

approach, leveraging observations across the electromagnetic spectrum from radio to X-rays, and analyzing the jet

morphology, spectral line profiles, and time-domain behavior, is required to disentangle the intricate workings of these

systems.

A useful strategy involves assembling dual AGN candidates based on spatially resolved optical double-peaked profiles

and validating these candidates through high-resolution imaging. Recent Very Large Array (VLA) Stripe 82 survey

and optical spectroscopy have revealed numerous potential dual AGN, and their binary structures have been verified by

follow-up high-resolution VLA observations (Fu et al. 2015a,b; Gross et al. 2023). Very Long Baseline Interferometry

(VLBI) provides the unique angular resolution necessary to characterize their radio properties on parsec scales and is

crucial in studying the origins of radio emission.

In this research, we used the Very Long Baseline Array (VLBA) to conduct high-resolution imaging observations

of the four dual AGN identified by Fu et al. (2015b), which enabled us to probe the innermost structures of these

dual AGN systems, ascertain the presence of compact radio cores, and examine the morphology and spatially resolve

extended features like jets. Section 2 describes our target selection and some basic properties of dual-AGN samples.

Section 3 introduces the specific VLBA observations. The details of the VLBI data reduction are given in Section 4.

We present our results and the discussion in Section 5 and Section 6, respectively. Finally, we summarize our findings

in Section 7. A flat ΛCDM cosmological model with H0 = 67.7 km s−1 Mpc−1, Ωm = 0.31, and ΩΛ = 0.69 is adopted

throughout this paper (Planck Collaboration et al. 2020).

2. TARGET SELECTION

Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) Stripe 82 covers a continuous area of approximately 300 square degrees, centered

on the celestial equator with right ascension (RA) between 20 and 4 hours and declination (Dec) between −1.26 and

+1.26 degrees. This area has been repeatedly scanned 70–90 times by the SDSS imaging survey, resulting in data

that are ∼2 mag deeper than the best single-epoch SDSS data (Jiang et al. 2014). The significant improvement in

data depth and image quality makes Stripe 82 ideal for searching dual AGN, which is necessary to identify the optical

counterparts of these systems. In addition, about one-third of the Stripe 82 area has been mapped by the VLA at 1.4

GHz mostly in the A-configuration (Hodge et al. 2011). The VLA Stripe 82 radio survey has an angular resolution

of 1.8 arcsec and a median root mean square (RMS) noise of 52 µJy/beam, significantly surpassing the five-arcsecs

resolution and 150 µJy/beam median RMS noise of the Faint Images of the Radio Sky at Twenty-centimeters (FIRST)

Survey in the VLA B-configuration (Becker et al. 1995). The superior data quality and resolution of the VLA Stripe

82 survey make it well-suited to search for dual-core AGN in the radio images directly. Utilizing these advantages,

Fu et al. (2015a) selected the Stripe 82 sky region to perform a systematic search for dual AGN. In addition, Stripe

82 has extensive multi-wavelength coverage, enabling a multi-band study of the detected dual-AGN candidates (e.g.,

Martin et al. 2005; Arnaboldi et al. 2007; Lawrence et al. 2007; Hodge et al. 2011).
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By comparing the VLA and SDSS images, Fu et al. (2015a) identified 52 dual-AGN candidates, with six confirmed

through optical spectroscopy. The six dual-AGN candidates exhibit spatially resolved compact binary structures

in optical and radio bands, with angular separations between 1.6 arcsec and 4.9 arcsec (or 4–12 kiloparsecs). All

12 galaxies in these six systems show evidence of AGN activity based on either excess radio power relative to Hα

luminosity or optical emission line ratios. While their radio morphologies are generally compact, some show signs of

extended structures. A combination of VLA, SDSS, and Keck Low-Resolution Imaging Spectrometer (Keck/LRIS)

observations reveal a mixture of AGN–star formation in the optical diagnostic diagrams, as opposed to pure star

formation.

Fu et al. (2015b) presented follow-up VLA C-band observations in the A-configuration with 0.3-arcsec resolution of

the six dual-AGN candidates discovered by Fu et al. (2015a). Two pairs are determined to be line-of-sight projections,

while the higher-resolution radio data confirmed the remaining four as true dual AGN based on their compact, steep-

spectrum radio emission consistent with synchrotron radiation from sub-kiloparsec scales. In the follow-up research,

Gross et al. (2019) reveal the accretion properties of the four confirmed dual AGN through Chandra X-ray observations

and provide their more precise radio and spectroscopic properties (Gross et al. 2023). The detailed information of four

confirmed dual AGN in VLA C-band observations is shown in Table 1. However, VLBI observations are still needed to

characterize the compactness and origins of their radio emission on milliarcsec (mas) scales near the galactic nuclear

regions. We aim to investigate the radio emission properties of the four confirmed dual-AGN samples by VLBI, such

as angular structures, flux densities, brightness temperatures, and emission powers, and to identify further their radio

emission origins, contributing to our understanding of galaxy evolution and merging.

Table 1. Four dual AGN in VLA C-band observations

Target Component Radio Designation Redshift Separation SVLA
5GHz α4−8GHz

(J2000) (kpc) (mJy)

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

J0051+0020 A 005114.11 +002049.5 0.11257 7.1 1.107 ± 0.025 −0.93 ± 0.09

B 005113.93 +002047.2 0.11253 7.1 0.360 ± 0.021 −1.08 ± 0.22

J2206+0003 A 220635.08 +000323.2 0.04640 4.1 0.715 ± 0.022 −1.14 ± 0.12

B 220634.98 +000327.6 0.04656 4.1 0.110 ± 0.043 −1.69 ± 1.67

J2232+0012 A 223222.60 +001224.7 0.22187 11.6 0.307 ± 0.021 −1.29 ± 0.30

B 223222.44 +001225.9 0.22128 11.6 0.193 ± 0.032 −1.80 ± 0.73

J2300−0005 A 230010.18 −000531.6 0.17971 7.7 0.563 ± 0.020 −0.52 ± 0.14

B 230010.24 −000533.9 0.17981 7.7 0.084 ± 0.028 −1.16 ± 1.44

Note—Each pair of rows represents two components of one dual AGN. In each pair, the component with higher flux density is
denoted as A, while the other one is denoted as B. Column 3: J2000 radio designation of each component. Column 4: redshift.
Column 5: the separation between two components of each dual AGN. Column 6: the inferred VLA 5-GHz flux density and
error based on the VLA C-band observations. Column 7: the VLA spectral index and error between 4-8 GHz. The data refer
to Fu et al. (2015b).

3. OBSERVATIONS

We observed dual-AGN samples using the VLBA at 5 GHz on February 8, 2018, and February 11, 2018. The

observational data were collected at a rate of 2048 Megabits per second at each participating radio telescope, using

left-handed circular polarization (LCP), 4 intermediate frequency channels (IF), and 128-MHz bandwidth per baseband.

The data streams were correlated in the distributed FX software correlator (DiFX; Deller et al. 2007) with a 1-second

integration time and 256 spectral channels per IF. The experiment was separated into two segments with project codes

BL255A and BL255B.

The VLBA observations were conducted in phase-referencing mode (Beasley & Conway 1995) and multiple-phase-

center mode (e.g., Deller et al. 2011; Middelberg et al. 2011; Morgan et al. 2013; Deller & Middelberg 2014), the
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latter can provide high-resolution imaging of any position within the primary beam area (FWHM∼10′ at 5 GHz). A

similar VLBA 5-GHz observation was previously carried out for a dual AGN at the milli-Jansky (mJy) level by Wrobel

et al. (2014), demonstrating the feasibility of sub-mJy imaging with the VLBA in phase-referencing mode. The radio

telescopes were pointed to the priori positions of component A, the primary radio cores of the dual AGN inferred from

the VLA C-band observations (see Table 1). The total observing time for each target source and phase calibrator

combination was about 135 minutes. The phase-referencing cycle time was 9 minutes long, with 6 minutes spent on

the target source. Therefore, approximately 90 minutes were spent on each target. Except for the four primary radio

cores of the dual AGN, the radio positions of secondary cores B for correlation are presented in Table 1. The suitable

phase calibrators (see Table 2), within about 1-2° angular separation from the respective targets, were selected from

the Astrogeo database (rfc−2017c)
1. The bright fringe-finder radio source used in this experiment was J2212+2355.

The observing parameters, including the names of radio telescopes participating in the project segments, are listed in

Table 2.

Table 2. The VLBA 5-GHz observing parameters

Project ID Date Band Target Phase Calibrator Fringe Finder Antenna

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

BL255A 08-Feb-18 C-band J0051+0020 J0052 +0035 J2212 +2355 BR, FD, HN, KP, LA, MK, NL, OV, PT

J2206+0003 J2206 −0031

BL255B 11-Feb-18 C-band J2232+0012 J2229 +0114 J2212 +2355 BR, FD, KP, LA, MK, NL, OV, PT

J2300−0005 J2254 +0054

Note—Telescope codes: BR - Brewster (Washington), FD - Fort Davis (Texas), HN - Hancock (New Hampshire), KP - Kitt
Peak (Arizona), LA - Los Alamos (New Mexico), MK - Mauna Kea (Hawaii), NL - North Liberty (Iowa), OV - Owens Valley
(California), PT - Pie Town (New Mexico). Using LA as a reference antenna. Some antennas did not participate in the
observations because of bad weather.

4. DATA REDUCTION

The data calibration was conducted in the NRAO Astronomical Image Processing System (AIPS, Greisen 2003), and

generally followed the guide to VLBA data calibration in AIPS COOKBOOK2. The Earth Orientation Parameters

(EOP) correction was done using the latest EOP file. Parallactic angle correction for the altitude-azimuth mounted

antennas, digital sampling correction, and ionospheric correction were applied. Manual phase calibration and global

fringe fitting were performed. The phase, delay, and delay-rate solutions obtained for the phase-reference calibrators

were interpolated and applied to the target sources. The bandpass correction was performed using the corresponding

fringe finder source. Finally, a priori amplitude calibration was performed using the antenna gain curves and the

system temperatures measured at the VLBI stations during the system’s observations. For the calibration of the B

components (the weaker sources) in the systems, due to the use of multiple-phase-center technology, we copied and

applied the solution (SN) tables and bandpass (BP) tables of the A components (the brighter sources) after calibration

to data of secondary cores and interpolated the phase, delay, and delay-rate solutions obtained. We used the Los

Alamos (LA) telescope throughout the calibration procedure as the reference antenna.

After calibration, the calibrated visibility data for each target source were exported from AIPS and loaded into the

DIFMAP (Shepherd 1997) software package for imaging and fitting the brightness distribution models. In DIFMAP, we

searched for possible signals within the range of ±1 arcsec from the prior positions of the target sources. We detected

two reliable sources (J0051+0020B and J2300−0005A) with signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs) exceeding 6. Through moved

phase-referencing centers to their peak-flux positions using CLCOR, their SNRs were improved. We used one circular

Gaussian modeling through MODELFIT to allow for a quantitative description of the source structures. This method

1 http://astrogeo.org
2 http://www.aips.nrao.edu/cook.html

http://astrogeo.org
http://www.aips.nrao.edu/cook.html
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enabled us to obtain estimates for component sizes, positions, and flux densities. We did not attempt phase and

amplitude self-calibration for the detected sources, due to their weak brightness.

The other sources (J0051+0020A, J2206+0003A&B, J2232+0012A&B, and J2300−0005B) have an SNR of less than

6. The peak seen in the respective dirty image is likely noise rather than reliable detection. To improve the chance

of detecting extended emission, we attempted to increase the weighting on the short (u, v) spacing and reduce the

resolution by applying a two-dimensional Gaussian taper to the visibility data (e.g., Liu et al. 2022). This gradually

reduces the weight to 50% at UV distance (100, 80, 60, 40, 20)×Mλ (in units of wavelength). As the resolution

decreased, the amount of data used for imaging also decreased, impacting the sensitivity of the data. When the

weight at 20Mλ UV distance is reduced to 50%, the noises in the dirty images have been greater than 0.3 mJy/beam.

Therefore, the SNRs of two detected sources experienced a slight increase and then decreased, after the weight of the

short (u, v) baseline was increased by tapering. However, still no reliable signal was found at the radio positions of

other sources and surrounding ±1-arcsec areas. In the process, the changes of SNRs in dirty images are shown in

Figure 1. The significant differences between the two VLBA-detected sources and other sources support the result of

two reliable detected sources (J0051+0020B and J2300−0005A) and six undetected sources.

Figure 1. The changes of SNRs in dirty images after reducing the weight of the long baseline. The imaging range is ±1 arcsec.
The horizontal axis represents the baseline length of 50% weight in a Gaussian taper, and the vertical axis represents the SNR
after changing the weight. Among them, the red lines represent the changes in SNR of the compact cores J0051+0020B and
J2300−0005A, showing a clear trend of increasing first and then decreasing. The blue lines belong to undetected sources, and
their SNRs do not change significantly or show a continuous downward trend.

5. RESULTS

Our VLBA 5-GHz observations detected two radio cores, and the other six components were resolved out. Given

that our observation frequency is close to the VLA C-band observations and the steep spectra of targets (see Table

1), the effect of synchronous self-absorption (SSA) on our VLBA detection results could be insignificant. While

relativistic beaming effects can amplify or diminish the apparent brightness of different jet regions, thus affecting the

detectabilities in the VLBI observations (e.g., Lister et al. 2009). The AGN with face-on jets could be augmented

significantly by the beaming effect and easily detected. In contrast, the beaming brightening of edge-on or reverse jets

could be insignificantly and they even be Doppler dimmed. It is noted that two VLBA-detected sources do not have

the highest flux densities in the VLA observations. The VLBA non-detection of the sources with higher VLA flux

densities is probably due to their extended emission or insignificant beaming effects. In addition, the lack of detection

of J2206+0003B and J2300−0005B may be due to the insufficient sensitivity of our VLBA observations. Because their

expected 5-GHz flux densities are both lower than the VLBA 6σ detection threshold (∼0.15 mJy).
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Figure 2. Naturally weighted VLBA 5-GHz images (side columns) and VLA C-band images (middle column) of target sources.
The black contours in the middle column are at (+3, +6, +24, +96) × σ, and the beam is in the bottom right corner (Fu et al.
2015b). For the compact sources J0051+0020B and J2300−0005A, the final Gaussian fitting images with a scale of ±10 mas
are provided, and the contours are at (+1, +

√
2, +2, +2

√
2) × 3σ. The white circle in the center of the image provides the

angular scale of Gaussian fitting, and the beam is in the bottom left corner. No reliable sources were found within the range of
±1 arcsec for the other extended components, so only dirty images are provided. The yellow crosses and ellipses represent the
±1σ region around the peak positions in Gaia DR3 (https://gea.esac.esa.int/archive/). The dirty images of undetected sources
are drawn centered on their VLA C-band locations.

https://gea.esac.esa.int/archive/
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The two VLBA-detected radio cores could both have face-on jets (both have high compactness, see Section 6.2).

Among them, J0051+0020B has both active accretion and jet activity, given its high Eddington ratio (∼0.1) and clear

detections in VLBA and Chandra (Fu et al. 2015b; Gross et al. 2019). On the contrary, J2300−0005A is determined as

a Low Ionization Nuclear-Emission Region (LINER) with a low Eddington ratio (∼10−4) and a high black hole mass

(∼109M⊙) in the BPT [N II] classification (Gross et al. 2023). Its ability to reach a high enough radio luminosity to

be detected by the VLA and VLBA could be related to the high mass of the black hole. The comparative properties

of the two compact sources suggest that VLBA detectability (whether there is a compact radio component) does not

seem biased towards a particular AGN population.

The MODELFIT images of the detected sources and the dirty images of the undetected sources, as shown in Figure

2, are imaged with natural weighting. In Section 5.1, the precise phase-referenced positions of two radio cores are

provided. The radio emission properties of two detected radio cores are examined in Section 5.2, including their flux

densities, structures, brightness temperatures, and emission powers. For the other six undetected sources, we provide

their upper limits of flux densities, brightness temperatures, and radio emission powers on parsec scales. The VLBA

5-GHz radio properties of all target sources are shown in Table 4.

5.1. Phase-referenced Positions

Phase-referenced datasets were used to measure the astrometric positions of two detected sources (J0051+0020B and

J2300−0005A). This is feasible because the coordinates of the reference sources are accurately known in the Astrogeo

database. The two VLBA-detected sources were imaged in DIFMAP, and then the AIPS program TVMAXFIT was used

to derive the coordinates of their brightness peaks. The high-resolution VLBA observations provide precise positions

of radio cores (see Table 3). The positional uncertainties arise from a mixture of the positional uncertainties of phase

calibrators, the thermal noises of the interferometer phases, and systematic errors scaled by the target-calibrator

separations (Pradel et al. 2006). We estimate the right ascension and declination coordinates provided in Table 3 to

be accurate within 1.5 mas for J0051+0020B and 0.5 mas for J2300−0005A, respectively.

Table 3. Phase-referenced positions of two VLBA-detected sources

Source RA (J2000) Dec (J2000) Pos. err.

(h m s) (° ’ ”) (mas)

J0051+0020B 00:51:13.9342632 +00:20:47.177367 ±1.302

J2300−0005A 23:00:10.1779370 −00:05:31.586715 ±0.248

Note—Column 2–3: astrometric positions (right ascension and declination) of two VLBA-detected sources measured by phase
referencing. Column 4: position error (1σ).

The VLA C-band observations did not provide accurate positional information for the targets. Consequently, our

search for the target signals was conducted within the ±1-arcsec range of the phase centers. For two sources detected

in VLBA observations, the positions of the peak signals are within 70 mas from the phase centers. The detected signals

have SNRs exceeding 6, and no other signals are found within the fields of view. This is a clear detection of two single

radio cores from two different dual AGN. The positional deviations of the correlation centers could impact the SNRs.

Therefore, we adjusted the correlation centers from the prior phase centers to the VLBA peak-flux positions using

the CLCOR command in AIPS. The adjustments improved the SNRs of two detected sources and further confirmed the

reliability of detection.

5.2. Images and Brightness Distribution Models

The high-resolution VLBA observations identified two sources, corresponding to J0051+0020B (SNR>7) and

J2300−0005A (SNR>10), while the other target sources are not reliably detectable with our current observational

capabilities. J0051+0020B is unresolved in the VLBA image, and its angular scale is smaller than the synthesized

beam and theoretical resolution limit (≈1.31 mas, Lobanov 2005). Another detected source J2300−0005A is slightly

resolved in the VLBA image but has a low flux density (Sν<0.5 mJy). Therefore, one single circular Gaussian model
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was used to fit the source brightness distribution for each detected source. The errors of the model parameters are

estimated according to Lee et al. (2008), assuming that the errors are stochastic and independent for each parameter

estimated for the component (Fomalont 1999). For the flux densities, we assume an additional 10% error added in

quadrature to account for the uncertainties of the VLBI amplitude calibration that is based on antenna system tem-

peratures and gain curves. The uncertainties of angular scales are calculated according to the synthesized beam sizes

and the SNRs of the components. For the six undetected target sources, we estimated their lower limits of angular

scales based on the synthesized beam sizes and provided their 6σ upper limits of flux densities. It is noted that, for

J2206+0003B and J2300−0005B, we use the estimated VLA 5-GHz flux densities as their upper limits, due to the low

sensitivities of our VLBA observations and the 6σ upper limits being higher than the VLA flux densities. The VLBA

imaging and model parameters are listed in Table 4.

Table 4. VLBA 5-GHz radio properties of eight components in four dual AGN

Source SPeak
5GHz RMS SNR Beam size SVLBA

5GHz θ log Tb log L5GHz

(mJy/beam) (mJy/beam) (mas×mas) (mJy) (mas) (K) (W/Hz)

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

J0051+0020A 0.121 0.024 4.99 7.04×2.04 <0.146 >3.79 <5.74 <21.72

J0051+0020B 0.183 0.023 7.85 7.04×2.04 0.20±0.03 0.84±0.24 ∼7.21 ∼21.77

J2206+0003A 0.121 0.023 5.16 6.13×1.93 <0.140 >3.44 <5.78 <20.85

J2206+0003B 0.132 0.024 5.50 6.13×1.93 <0.110∗ >3.44 <5.67 <20.75

J2232+0012A 0.139 0.026 5.33 6.24×2.04 <0.156 >3.57 <5.86 <22.35

J2232+0012B 0.156 0.026 5.98 6.24×2.04 <0.157 >3.57 <5.87 <22.35

J2300−0005A 0.248 0.024 10.07 6.33×2.06 0.40±0.05 2.37±0.18 ∼6.64 ∼22.49

J2300−0005B 0.147 0.026 5.64 6.33×2.06 <0.084∗ >3.61 <5.57 <21.88

Note—Column 2–5: VLBA imaging parameter. For two detected sources J0051+0020B and J2300−0005A, the peak flux
densities are extracted from MODELFIT images after Gaussian model fitting, and the RMSs are extracted from residual images.
For the other undetected sources, their SNRs are all extracted from dirty images. Column 6: the flux density or its 6σ upper
limit. For J2206+0003B and J2300−0005B marked ‘*’, replace with their expected VLA 5-GHz flux-density upper limits.
Column 7: fitted Gaussian component diameter (FWHM). For undetected sources, use θ =

√
beam1 × beam2 to represent

their lower limits of angular scales. Column 8: rest-frame brightness temperature or the upper limit. Column 9: radio
emission power (monochromatic luminosity) or the upper limit.

We estimated the brightness temperatures and radio emission powers or their upper limits in the rest frames of

target sources based on the flux densities and angular scales, and also listed in Table 4. The brightness temperatures

or their upper limits of target sources are estimated using the following formula (Condon et al. 1982; Lee et al. 2008):

Tb = 1.22× 1012(1 + z)
Sν

θ2ν2
[K] (1)

where z is the redshift, Sν is the flux density in [Jy], ν is the observing frequency in [GHz], and θ is the full

width at half-maximum (FWHM) size of the circular Gaussian model component in [mas]. The radio emission powers

(monochromatic luminosities) or their upper limits in the rest frames of target sources are estimated using the following

formula (Hogg et al. 2002):

Lν = 4πd2L
Sν

(1 + z)1+α
[W/Hz] (2)

where dL is the luminosity distance and α is the spectral index (Sν∝να). Due to the lack of VLBA-scale spectral

indices of the targets and their low redshifts (z<0.2), we approximated z=0 and estimated the emission-power upper

limits of the undetected sources. For the two VLBA-detected sources, we assumed a flat spectral index (α=0) on

VLBA scales (e.g., Wang et al. 2023b) according to their VLA spectral index maps by Fu et al. (2015b), and estimated
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the approximate values of their radio emission powers (see Table 4). The two VLBA-detected radio cores have high

brightness temperatures and radio emission powers, similar to typical jet-dominated AGN (Tb>106 K, Lν>1021 W/Hz;

Homan et al. 2006). Given their low flux densities, the jets should be weak rather than the highly relativistic ones

typically observed in radio-loud AGN. The other sources have no detectable parsec-scale radio structures. Therefore,

they could have kiloparsec-scale weak and extended jets instead of parsec-scale compact jets.

6. DISCUSSION

6.1. Astrometric Analysis

After obtaining the precise positions of two VLBA-detected sources, we compared their phase-referenced positions

(see Table 3) with their positions in Gaia Data Release 3 (Gaia DR3, Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016, 2023). The

VLBA-Gaia separation of J0051+0020B is about 9.32 mas (∼19.1 parsec) and for J2300−0005A is about 8.19 mas

(∼24.9 parsec, see Figure 2). Compared to the positional uncertainties of the VLBA (<1.5 mas for J0051+0020B; <0.5

mas for J2300−0005A) and Gaia DR3 (<1.95 mas for J0051+0020B; <6.35 mas for J2300−0005A), the VLBA-Gaia

separations are significant. The above two VLBA-detected sources have large astrometric−excess−noise (AEN) in the

Gaia DR3 catalogue, which indicates their significant disagreements between Gaia observations and the best-fitting

standard astrometric models (Lindegren et al. 2021). The AEN has a significant dependence on Gaia magnitude

(e.g., Wang et al. 2023c). Therefore, the large AENs in our target sources could be caused by their dark Gaia g-band

magnitudes (>20). Moreover, the extended host emission could also have a strong effect on the accuracy of astrometric

variability (e.g., Hwang et al. 2020), given the low redshifts (z <0.2) of our targets.

In the SDSS images, the host galaxies of some dual AGN exhibit significant distortion and association, such as

J0051+0020A&B (Fu et al. 2015a,b). Therefore, the Gaia position may not correspond to the actual location of the

black hole or accretion disk. The galactic merging could also be the reason for the significant VLBA-Gaia position offsets

and the forming of the off-nucleus AGN (e.g., Chen et al. 2023). The more significant accretion and star formation

of J0051+0020B compared to J2300−0005A suggest the stronger impact of galactic merging on J0051+0020B (Fu

et al. 2015b). The more significant VLBA-Gaia position offset of J0051+0020B (about 3σ) compared to J2300−0005A

(about 1.5σ) also supports the inference.

6.2. Radio Emission Origins

The radio emission from radio-quiet AGN is often thought to be associated with less energetic jets, AGN-driven

outflows, corona, and star formation within the host galaxy (see the recent review by Panessa et al. 2019). Different

emission mechanisms dominate on different physical scales, manifesting distinct observational signatures. These various

radio emission components can blend but can be disentangled based on morphology, size, brightness temperature,

spectral index, and other observational diagnostics (Wang et al. 2023b).

Compact radio cores are typically detected for jet-dominated emission in radio-quiet AGN. These compact cores

can exhibit high brightness temperature (≳107 K), and their detection in VLBI observations provides strong evidence
for non-thermal emission, helpful in distinguishing between AGN-driven and star formation-driven radio emission

(Blundell & Beasley 1998; Wang et al. 2023a,b). In the VLA C-band observations, all eight target sources have

detected radio emission which can be partly associated with extended jet structures at kiloparsec scales (Silpa et al.

2021). Our VLBA 5-GHz observations detected two compact core structures and confirmed the strong contributions

from jets on their parsec-scale radio emission. The jets of the other undetected sources lack compactness on parsec

scales.

A magnetically heated corona is thought to power the compact nuclear radio emission in radio-quiet AGN. A

diagnostic for coronal activity is the ratio of radio to X-ray luminosity, which satisfies the Güdel–Benz relation,

(LR/LX∼10−5, Guedel & Benz 1993), and exhibiting a flat spectrum on high radio frequency (Laor & Behar 2008;

Panessa et al. 2019). The Chandra X-ray observations of the four dual AGN argue against a disk-corona model for

the origin of nuclear X-rays due to their low Eddington ratios (−5<log λX<−3, Gross et al. 2019). The steep spectra

of target sources also argue against the coronal origins of radio emission. According to Güdel–Benz relation, only

J2206+0003A have about 6% radio emission originating from the corona, the contribution of the corona to the radio

emission in the other sources less than 1% and can be ignored.

For a wind origin, shocks caused by the outflow interactions with the interstellar medium are expected to ionize and

expel the gas to produce blue-shifted X-ray, optical, and molecular lines (Panessa et al. 2019). The Keck/LRIS optical

spectral analysis indicates that all spectra with measurable emission lines can be well fit with tied emission lines (Gross
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et al. 2023). This means that there is no direct evidence of the wind/outflow origin. But we also can’t rule out it as

a possible origin of extended radio emission. Wide-angle winds/outflows would appear with many clumpy features in

VLBI images (e.g., Yang et al. 2021). However, no apparent clumpy structure was found in our VLBA observations,

which may be due to the non-detection of the weak radio emission of our targets.

Star formation produces extended radio emission on galactic scales, most of which would be resolved in high-

resolution observations. After dust extinction and aperture loss correction, the Hα luminosity should be a good tracer

of the total star formation rate (SFR). Therefore, we estimated the SFRs of targets using their dust-extinction and

aperture-loss corrected Hα luminosities based on the formula (Murphy et al. 2011):

SFRHα (M⊙ yr−1) =
LHα

5.37× 1042 erg/s
(3)

It is noted that the Hα-based SFRs should be upper-limit values because of the contribution on Hα luminosity of

AGN-photoionized gas. The 1.4-GHz radio luminosity can be used as an SFR estimator, which is justified by the tight

radio–far infrared (FIR) correlation (e.g., Yun et al. 2001). Therefore, we can predict the expected 1.4-GHz radio

power from star formation alone based on their SFRs (Hopkins et al. 2003):

SFR1.4GHz (M⊙ yr−1) =
fL1.4GHz

1.81× 1021 W/Hz
(4)

where

f =


1 (L1.4GHz > Lc)[
0.1 + 0.9

(
L1.4GHz

Lc

)0.3
]−1

(L1.4GHz < Lc)
(5)

and Lc = 6.4×1021 W/Hz. Then, we assumed the spectral index α=−0.8 to infer the non-thermal radio luminosity

originating from star formation to the 5-GHz frequency (e.g., Condon 1992). The 5-GHz radio emission origins and

their proportions of all targets are shown in Table 5. As can be seen in Table 5, the radio emission of almost all targets

is jet-dominated, except J2206+0003B.

Table 5. The various origins of 5-GHz radio emission in the four dual AGN

Source Compact jet Extended jet+wind Corona Star formation

J0051+0020A <13% >64% – <23%

J0051+0020B ∼56% >25% – <19%

J2206+0003A <20% >47% ∼6% <27%

J2206+0003B ? ? – <72%

J2232+0012A <51% >49% – –

J2232+0012B <81% >19% – –

J2300−0005A ∼71% ∼29% – –

J2300−0005B ? ? – –

Note—The compact-jet proportion is from the VLBA 5-GHz detection. The contribution of the corona is estimated through
Güdel–Benz relation. The star-formation proportion is estimated based on the Hα luminosity and formula (3)–(5). The rest of
the radio emission is thought to originate from extended jet and wind. The question mark represents the unknown proportion
based on current observations. The short line represents the contribution is less than 3% and should be ignored. The corrected
Hα and 5-GHz luminosity data used in the calculation is from Gross et al. (2019).

The radio emission properties of J0051+0020B exhibit signatures typical of AGN jets: a compact parsec-scale

structure and a high brightness temperature. The VLBA detected a mas-scale core comprising 56% of the total

radio emission. The compact radio core has a high brightness temperature consistent with non-thermal synchrotron

emission from a jet. Moreover, J0051+0020B exhibits a significant star formation on kiloparsec scales given its radio
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steep spectrum and the status of AGN/starburst composite in the BPT [N II] classification. The contribution of star

formation to radio emission is about 19%. The compact jet likely dominates the observed radio output, while star

formation makes secondary contributions on larger scales. The characteristics of J0051+0020B, particularly its high

accretion rate and low black hole mass, resemble those of Narrow-Line Seyfert 1 (NLS1) galaxies, some of which have

been observed to exhibit pronounced jet activity (e.g., I Zw 1 and Mrk 335, Wang et al. 2023b). This appears to be

consistent with a scenario in which galaxy merging has triggered the black hole accretion and jet activity.

The radio emission of J2300−0005A shows a mas-scale radio core which accounts for approximately 71% of its total

radio emission in our VLBA 5-GHz observations. The contribution of star formation and corona should be ignored.

The remaining about 30% of the radio emission mostly originates from the extended jet and wind. J2300−0005A has

a relatively lower Eddington ratio (logλ[O III]=–4.0±0.7) and a higher radio loudness, suggesting the black hole is not

actively consuming a significant amount of material.

Although the other six sources were undetected by VLBA, their compact structures in the VLA C-band observations

support the existence of kiloparsec-scale jet originating from AGN. However, the non-detection of J2206+0003B and

J2300−0005B should be due to insufficient sensitivity of the VLBA, so we cannot determine their radio emission

compactness. Among them, the contribution of star formation in J2206+0003B should be significant at 5 GHz (see

Table 5). In the other four VLBA-undetected sources, although star formation and corona have some contribution to

total radio emission, they are still jet-dominated and similar to Seyfert galaxies or low luminosity AGN (LLAGN). It

is noted that the two components of J2232+0012 lack detection in the Gaia, VLBA and Chandra X-ray observations,

with the largest separation (∼11.6 kpc, see Figure 2) among the four dual AGN systems. They might represent an

earlier stage of galaxy merging in which the AGN accretion may not have been significantly enhanced yet. As the

galaxies continue to merge and interact, the accretion activity of the AGN could potentially increase, leading to more

significant emission.

The diverse properties suggest these dual AGN may span a range of evolutionary stages, with star formation or AGN

radio activity selectively enhanced at different merger phases (e.g., Hopkins & Hernquist 2006). The AGN accretion

could be the result of the combination of merger-driven accretion and stochastic accretion (e.g., Gross et al. 2019; Steffen

et al. 2023). The multi-wavelength data provides clues to unravel the complex interplay between gas dynamics, star

formation, and black hole growth in these galaxy interactions. More observations are needed to draw more definitive,

quantitative conclusions. Nonetheless, these first VLBA detections demonstrate the power of high-resolution VLBI

imaging to detect compact radio cores and locate the positions of supermassive black holes.

6.3. Multi-band and Multi-scale Analysis

Multi-band datasets of the four dual AGN observed by the SDSS, VLA, Chandra and Keck allow us to study their

multi-band emission properties. According to the Chandra X-ray observations by Gross et al. (2019), three of the

eight components, J0051+0020A&B and J2206+0003A, have definite AGN-dominated X-ray emission. Three sources

(J2206+0003B, J2300-0005A&B) have significant non-nuclear X-ray activity, such as hot interstellar medium (ISM)

or X-ray binaries (XRBs). J2232+0012A&B are not detected by Chandra. For the latter five sources, their X-ray

luminosities should be considered as upper limits of the AGN X-ray luminosity. The unabsorbed rest-frame 2–10 keV

luminosities and [O III] luminosities corrected for reddening and aperture loss are shown in the left panel of Figure

3. All of the target sources seem to have lower X-ray-to-[O III] luminosity ratios, compared to typical isolated Seyfert

galaxies (blue dot line and green dash-dot line, Panessa et al. 2006; Trichas et al. 2012). Liu et al. (2013) found

a similar result in four double-peaked [O III]-selected kiloparsec-scale dual AGN. They think the systematic X-ray

deficit may be caused by a combination of higher nuclear gas column and viewing angle bias. In the merger systems,

the gas inflow driven by the tidal torques could increase the nuclear gas column and result in the X-ray deficit (e.g.,

Hernquist 1989). Of the three AGN-dominated X-ray sources, the VLBA-detected source J0051+0020B has high

compactness (SVLBA/SVLA >50%, see Table 5) indicating it should be principally face-on. Therefore, the X-ray deficit

of J0051+0020B could be caused by merger-driven gas inflow. The other two AGN-dominated X-ray sources were

undetected by VLBA and could have a large viewing angle. Therefore, in addition to a possible gas inflow, their X-ray

deficit should be caused by the viewing angle effect.

Gross et al. (2019) think the L[O III] enhancement from star formation could also cause low X-ray-to-[O III] luminosity

ratios. On about 10-kiloparsec scales, the merger-driven gas inflow could promote star formation in the center of

galaxies (e.g., Patton et al. 2013; Ellison et al. 2013). The merger-driven star-formation enhancement could be

influenced by many factors, such as stellar mass, projected separation, and relative inclination. The SDSS and
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Keck/LRIS optical spectra of three dual AGN in targets exhibit ∼40-Myr young star formation, which is consistent

with they are mostly AGN–star-forming composite (Fu et al. 2015a). The other pair (J2300−0005A&B) has an optical

spectrum consistent with purely old stellar populations (∼10 Gyr). To study the contribution of star formation to

the [O III] luminosity, we plotted the relation between radio loudness and Eddington ratio based on the L1.4GHz and

L[O III] in the right panel of Figure 3. The target sources approximatively exhibit the trend of the increase of radio

loudness with decreasing Eddington ratios similar to AGN (e.g., Ho 2002; Nagar et al. 2005). Therefore, in our case,

the [O III] luminosities of most targets are still AGN-dominated instead of star-forming dominated.

Figure 3. The multi-band emission properties of the target sources. Left panel: unabsorbed rest-frame 2–10 keV X-ray
luminosity (LX) vs. corrected [O III]λ5007 emission-line luminosity (L[O III]). The green dash-dot line represents the relation of
Type 2 Seyfert galaxies from the CSC-SDSS cross-match catalogue (Trichas et al. 2012). The blue dot line is the relation for
nearby Seyfert galaxies from Panessa et al. (2006). Right panel: radio loudness (R[O III]) vs. Eddington ratio (λ[O III]), where
R[O III] is the VLA 1.4-GHz to [O III] luminosity ratio, λ[O III] is calculated λ[O III] = (Lmech + Lrad)/LEdd, Lmech = 1043 erg
s−1(L1.4GHz/10

24WHz−1)0.7 represents the jet mechanical luminosity (Cavagnolo et al. 2010), Lrad = 3500L[O III] represents
the radiative luminosity (Heckman et al. 2004). The black dashed line shows the inversely correlated relation between radio
loudness and Eddington ratio, and the grey shadow represents its error range (Ho 2002). The X-ray data and [O III] data are
from Gross et al. (2019). The VLA 1.4-GHz data is from Fu et al. (2015a).

To study the feedback mode of dual AGN, we examined the relation between extended AGN radio emission and

star formation rates in host galaxies, shown in Figure 4. For the three AGN pairs with young star formation, the star

formation rates exhibit positive correlations with their radio luminosities originating from extended jet and wind in

each pair. It seems to imply positive feedback between dual AGN and their host galaxies. The other pair J2300−0005

almost has no star formation and is very different from the other three pairs. They could be in different stages of

merging and exhibit different properties of the black holes and host galaxies. A more detailed study requires the

observations and studies of larger samples in the future.

In the multi-band and multi-scale analysis, the emission properties of dual AGN could exhibit different (e.g., Ed-

dington ratio, radio compactness) or similar (e.g., AGN activation, X-ray deficit) with isolated AGN. The merger does

seem to facilitate low to moderate levels of AGN accretion. Still, meanwhile, the AGN in the merger systems may

also exhibit large differences (e.g., Van Wassenhove et al. 2012). Overall, the multi-band emission properties of target

sources do not seem to be explained by just one model of galactic mergers. Tidally induced effects and stochastic

triggers could work simultaneously during the merger process (e.g., Steffen et al. 2023).
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Figure 4. The 5-GHz radio emission from extended jet and wind vs. star formation rate. The radio luminosity of extended
jet and wind is estimated according to Table 5. For J2206+0003B and J2300−0005A, we assume their all radio emission other
than star formation originate from extended jets or wind.

7. CONCLUSIONS

We observed four dual-AGN systems using the VLBA at 5 GHz to obtain their high-resolution images. The primary

goal was to investigate their radio emission properties on parsec scales to understand the possible origins of the emission

in dual AGN. Our conclusions are summarized below:

1). Two radio cores, labeled as J0051+0020B and J2300−0005A, were clearly detected on parsec scales for the first

time in the two dual-AGN systems. We provided their precise coordinates, flux densities, brightness temperatures

and radio emission powers. Combining the results of multi-band observations, we conclude that the radio emission

in J0051+0020B and J2300−0005A is primarily dominated by compact jets.

2). For the other six undetected AGN, most of the radio emission was resolved out in our high-resolution images. We

provided the upper limits of the flux densities, brightness temperatures, and emission powers for these extended

sources. We deduce that their radio emission could arise from extended jets or outflows. For J2206+0003B, star

formation also plays a role in its 5-GHz radio emission.

3). Our kiloparsec-scale dual-AGN sample exhibits a systematically lower X-ray-to-[O III] luminosity ratio compared

to isolated Seyfert galaxies. Our VLBA observations suggest the X-ray deficit is likely attributed to the tidally

induced effect and possible viewing angle effect.
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