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(a) Jet cavity power versus jet kinetic powers estimated by other
methods. The horizontal axis displays jet cavity power, while the
vertical axis shows jet powers estimated by other methods (color

coded: Hotspot—method of hotspots, Willott99—C. J. Willott
et al. (1999), Gamma-ray—from gamma ray, FL—fundamental
line/plane, BK model-—Blandford and Kénigl, SED
fitting—SED-derived). The gray short line indicates the
uncertainty in the cavity power. The red dashed line marks the
y = x locus, and the dash-dot lines mark y = 10z and z/10.

i1

Pee Puot  Ply P2, Pcav Pcamma Psx  Psep
Types of power

(b) Violin plot of jet power distributions. The different colors
indicate jet kinetic powers derived using different methods. The
central line and box indicate the median and quartiles,
respectively. Symmetrical, violin-shaped outlines display the
kernel density estimate of the data.



