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ABSTRACT

Aims. The properties of the Galactic supernova remnant (SNR) RB&20-4622 are theoretically analysed.

Methods. An explicitly time-dependent, nonlinear kinetic model afsmic ray (CR) acceleration in SNRs is used to describe the
properties of SNR RX J0852.0-4622, the accelerated CRshendanthermal emission. The source is assumed to be at actisié

~ 1 kpc in the wind bubble of a massive progenitor star. An edtnéthe thermal X-ray flux in such a configuration is given.
Results. We find that the overall synchrotron spectrum of RX J085&0224as well as the filamentary structures in hard X-rays lead
to an amplified magnetic fiel® > 100G in the SNR interior. This implies that the leptonic verythignergy (VHE)y-ray emission

is suppressed, and that the VHEays are hadronically dominated. The energy spectrumaibps produced over the life-time of the
remnant until now may well reach “knee” energies. The deriyeay morphology is consistent with the H.E.S.S. measurésn@ine
amount of energy in energetic particles corresponds tota®i of the hydrodynamic explosion energy. A remaining utadety
concerns the thermal X-ray flux at 1 keV. A rough estimatesitibg not quite appropriate for the assumed wind bubble gondition,

results in it being larger than the nonthermal flux at thisrgyne
Conclusions. It is concluded that this SNR expanding into the wind bublfla massive star in a dense gas environment can be a
hadronicy-ray source that is consistent with all existing multi-wiaveth constraints, except possibly the thermal X-ray siois

Key words. (ISM:)cosmic rays — +acceleration of particles — shock wavesupernovae individual (SNR RX J0852.0-4622) —
radiation mechanisms:non-thermal — gamma-rays:theory

1. Introduction Vela SNR. In addition, significant Galactic background &ari
. tion over the size of the remnant cannot be excluded. The radi
RX J0852.0-4622 (also known as G266.2-1.9) is a shell-type §pecirum of RX J0852.0-4622 is therefore not well deterdhine
pernova remnant (SNR) with a d]a_meterzl_j’f, located n the Only for the northeastern rim a spectral index can be derived
Galactic plane. The SNR was originally discovered in X-ray%Siih moderate accuracy (Duncan & Green 2000)
ith the ROSAT satellite (Aschenbach, 1998; Aschenbachlet . e .
WI © satellite (Aschenbal -oschenbach.eta The shell of RX J0852.0-4622 was also detected in

z N2 . ; ;
1999). In projection along the line of sight, RX J0852.0 262very high energy (VHE)y-rays by the H.E.S.S. collabora-

lies entirely within the still much larger Vela SNR and is ynl . , - > .
visible in hard X-rays, where the thermal radiation from th on (Aharonianetal.._2005,_2007a), with @ray flux at
TeV as large as that from the Crab Nebula. Emission

Vela SNR is no longer dominant. While nonthermal emissi fom the northwestern rim had been detected already before
f the shell of RX J0852.0-4622 has b firmed b - ; —
ror the shet o a5 == SOmnNEE 1y S y the CANGAROO experiment_(Katagiri etial., 2005). The

| X- b tories (Sl [ al., 2001; Bambalet@D5 . .
Ieer?din (ra?);lo 2586\5/-)6)1 (;rfl:eér (?gtic?tioan ofthethe?ma?;-r?lﬁé)ez CANGAROQO data have been revised since then (Enomoto et al.,
i - ' 2006).
u

sion from the shell or the interior was not yet possible beea )
of confusion with the Vela SNR. This implies that the thermal RX J0852.0-4622 s the second SNR after RX J1713.7-3946

emission is very wedk (e.g.lAharonian et all, 2007b), where morphologically a SNR

The radio emission of RX J0852.0-4622 is also weak. hell was unambiguously identified to accelerate parttoldsV
fact the SNR radio shell was only identifiéd (Combi €t/al.,g:99 energies and beyond. As a third and fourth source of this-char
Duncan & Green, 2000; Stupar ef al., 2005) after its disgovefcter the objects RC W86 (Hoppe & Lemoine-Goumard, 2008;
in X-rays. Before that only a bright radio spot was known a&haronian et al., 2008) and SN 1006 (Naumann-Godolet al.,

“Vela Z” (Milne| 1968), which was usually identified with thel2009) have recently_ been detected. A fe_vv other TeV sources
have been detected in the H.E.S.S. Galactic plane survegréna

Send offprint requests tbi.J. Volk spatially coincident with radio shell-type SNRs. So faneger,
* now at Institut fir Astronomie und Astrophysik, Univetgit the datado not permitto unambiguously identify theay emis-
Tubingen, Sand 1, 72076 Tilbingen, Germany sion with the SNR shells, e.g. using morphological argusient

 Very recently Uchiyamd (2008) has indicated that the X-najse  In several cases, the TeV emission might also be associdtied w
sion from RX J0852.0-4622 might show a thermal component. X-ray emitting pulsar wind nebula candidates.
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Despite the scarcity of precise information from radio datz008). Thus, even if we consider the circumstellar medium
and despite uncertainties about key astrophysical pasaméte (CSM) structure to be given, it is not possible to diregihe-
prominence of RX J0852.0-4622 has therefore prompted usdict the form of the overall synchrotron and the full VHEray
model the acceleration of both electrons and protons tegetliemission from theory.

with their nonthermal emission in detail, applying exlici The observed overall nonthermal spectral shape — including
time-dependent nonlinear kinetic theory. The theory cesipBr-  the VHE ~-rays — and the small-scale filamentary structures in
ticle acceleration on a kinetic level with the gas dynameal- the nonthermal X-ray emission of RX J0852.0-4622 neverthe-
Iutlo_n of the system| (Berezhko et al., 1996; Berezhko & V6lHegg provide evidence for effective nuclear cosmic ray (ER)
1997, 2000). celeration, associated with considerable magnetic fielpliéim
Compared to the other SNRs that were successfully dextion. This conclusion is possible because the overalivewn
scribed within the framework of this theory (eg Berez:hk_(h]a| Spectrum can be theoretica‘myedwith an appropriate pro-
2005,12008; Berezhko & Volk, 2006), the present uncertaifgn injection rate, e|ectr0n_to_proton ratio, and eﬂ‘ﬁ.\;tmag_

ties regarding RX J0852.0-4622 are quite large. Such iraport netic field strength (assumed to be uniform inside the stibcke
astronomical parameters as the distance and age are not weJM cf.[Berezhko & V6lk[(2004b)).

known. Itis in fact not even clear, whether the source isamfr
or behind the Vela SNR. The latter object is generally consiﬂu
ered to lie at a distancé = 250 + 30 pc (Cha et al., 1998)

The main result of this paper is that the resulting ViHeay
x is hadronically dominated. The well-known differennédhe
.quffectiveness of the basic radiation mechanisms then s iat
. = ; . . 1he energy density of the nuclear component of the nontHerma
with d = 1 kpc (Slane etall, 2001), whereas another solutiQn,, .oe4 narticle population in the SNR by far dominatesdha
could correspond to the earlier distance estimate &f200 pc the energetic electron component generated in the souhee. T

(Aschenbach. 1998). _ _energy in nonthermal particles at the present epoch amaaints
_This prompted us originally to construct indeed two quite, 3:"nercent of the assumed total mechanical endegy —
different source scenarios, one in front, and the otherrtaehiy 5., 751 erg, released in the explosion. Therefore, from the

t_he Vela SI:IR' The¥’ were (o co_rrespond to equier distance T’J%‘mt of view of energetics, this solution for RX J0852.0226
timates: a "nearby " solution witll = 200 pc (Aschenbach, 1o e than fulfils the average requirement on a SNR sourceof th

1998) in front of, and a “distant” solution with = 1 kpC 5 ctic CRs. In this context we shall also o .

i P . qualitativelsodiss
(Slane et all, 2001) behind the Vela SNR. However, no “néarb : ; : ) e
solution could be found that fulfilled all the observationah- the question of possible escape of the highest-energyciei{i

. e accelerated at an earlier phase of the SNR than the one we can
straints. Therefore we have abandoned the possibility ofalls erp W

: X observe at present.
distance to RX J0852.0-4622 and will assume for the seqael th . . . . .
q In the next section the theoretical model is described i@ect

the source is at a distande= 1 kpc. _ X :
{presents our assumptions regarding the values of theqathysi

In agreement with_Slane etlal. (2001) but with inde endeﬁ
additiongal arguments we shall assume )that the obser?/ed nggrameters as they are suggested by the broadband data and by

thermal emission of RX J0852.0-4622 indicates that the SNIYsical considerations. It contains also a discussiohefiter-
emerged from a core collapse explosion into the wind bubble %'al emission, even though it has. not been possible to estinat
a massive progenitor star in a dense gas environment, pyossfPProPriately for the assumed wind bubble and shell cordigur
a molecular cloud. In this case the major part of the swept- gn. lThe r(_etiu_lttstr]or the gas _dyljamlcsatpe ﬁ?rtlﬂe acale)t(m
volume has originally been occupied by the highly dilutet-bu coupiing with 1, they-ray emission, and for tn€ thermai A-ray
ble gas that also has a minimal thermal emissivity. At theentr €MiSsion are presented and discussed in section 4. In séctio
epoch, however, we assume that the SNR shock already pro?)l.ér_conclusmns are summarized.
gates into the dense shell of ambiérterstellarmedium (ISM)
which has originally been compressed by the stellar windls Th
also implies that the magnetic field upstream of the SNR ShoﬁkModeI
is of interstellar origin. .

We note here that this solution has a similar character

: ; ‘ PRe theoretical model for the particle acceleration coradin
the solution suggested earlier for the object RX J17134839ith the gas dynamics of the explosion has been described ear

(Berezhko & Volk,[2006). Indeed, in this sense the two SNRS, ‘tor instance in a recent analysis of SNR RX J1713.76394
RX J0852.0-4622 and RX J1713.7-3946 can be con3|dered(§§e Berezhko & VoK, 2006, and references therein).

twins. . N .

The hydrodynamic state of the system, i.e. the given linear The ejected maSMC_j ha_s initially in its ;ait?St moving quter
radius for known angular radius and distance together wigh tParts a power law distributio\/,,; /du oc u”" in flow velocity
present age and shock velocity, etc., is basically deterdhny % with 7 < k < 12 (Jones et all, 1981; Chevalier, 1982). We
the choice of mechanical explosion energy, ejected masb, hall choosé = 8 (as in the case of SNR RX J1713.7-3946).
external density. The interaction of the ejecta with the CSM creates a strong

The lack of knowledge of the radio spectral shape makesdigtward-propagating shock wave in the CSM at which pasticle
impossible to derive from the radio synchrotron observetio are accelerated. Our nonlinear model is based on an explicit
and as far as the magnetic field is concerned, from the comibirigne-dependent solution of the CR transport equationsthege
radio and X-ray synchrotron spectral observations — thet magth the gas dynamic equations in spherical symmetry. I par
relevant pair of physical parameters for the acceleratieotty, ticular the theory takes into account the adiabatic enevgyes
namely the proton injection rate and the effective magrftid  of thermal and nonthermal particles in the SNR interior,dtie
strength [(Berezhko etlal., 2002; Vblk, 2004; Berezhko, 2200fusion of nonthermal particles from the outer shock intd tha
terior, and the backreaction of CRs on the shock structude an

2 The distance to the Vela pulsar is estimatediat= 287+12pc  dynamics. This backreaction decelerates the thermal gzedst
(Dodson et al!, 2003), see also Caraveo et al. (2001). in front of the shock and leads to a smooth shock precursor tha
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reduces the Mach number of the subsequent collisionlessipla field has a uniform strength after its MHD compression in the
shock (the subshock), heating the inflowingpas thermal subshock. Practically speaking we assume thi®mnif

However, nuclear particles are only effectively injectethi mity over a spatial scale that is large compared to the tleis&n
the acceleration process at those parts of the moving shwek ©f the observed X-ray filaments (Berezhko & Vialk, 2004b)c Fo
face, where the locally mean magnetic field vector is quagi-different point of view, see Pohl et &l. (2005).

parallel to the shock normal. These regions are charaetehy Another important nonlinear effect of the strong excitatio
magnetic flux tubes within which the injection of moderatelpf magnetic fluctuations by the accelerating particles tedues
suprathermal particles proceeds. is the heating of the thermal plasma in the shock precursar th

In quasi-perpendicular shock regions, on the other hand, ifi generated by the accelerating particles. Combined &naly
jection is instantaneously strongly suppressed or comlglpto- cal and numerical efforts, using plasma theory to give a non-
hibited. In the extreme there are then separated regioriseat linear description of the magnetic field evolution Lucek &lIBe
shock surface, where particle injection is permanentlyegial- (2000); |Bell & Lucek (2001); Ptuskin & Zirakashvili_(2003);
lowed or prohibited. Then also no nuclear particles are laccBell (2004)] Pelletier el all (2006), concluded that a cdasable
erated in the prohibited regions. An example for this exgen@mplification of the upstream magnetic field should occuhén t
situation is SN 1006, where the X-ray emitting polar cap r@&cceleration process to what we call the effective magfieti
gions correspond to the quasi-parallel regions. In thdeevati The physical reason is that the beam of efficiently accederat
regions diffusive shock acceleration strongly proceedghen nuclear CR componeumixcites in particular also a non-resonant
Bohm diffusion level (see below) as a result of the effectiv@agnetic mode in addition to the well-known resonant Atfvé
injection of low-energy particles. However, since Bohnfuif waves|(Belll 2004). The latter have nevertheless been drigue
sion is isotropic, the energetic particles can also crokslfiees ~contribute dominantly to the overall turbulent magnetiergy
and thus possibly reach quasi-perpendicular regions afitbek density in the shock precursor (Pelletier €llal., 2006). Esv,
where they can also accelerate. The extent to which thisdmppthe three-dimensional MHD simulations of the non-resoirant
depends on the spatial scales that separate quasi-perplandistability by!Bell (2004) and Zirakashvili et al. (2008) sheiat
regions from quasi-parallel regions. For a homogeneouwr-exthe nonlinear growth of the magnetic fluctuations is accompa
nal magnetic field about 80% of the shock surface is quasied by the formation of internal shocks and corresponging|
perpendicular in the above sense, and therefore only ddractstrong dissipation which heats the thermal pldsmaalogous
f &~ 0.2 of the shock is efficiently accelerating (Volk ef al. dissipation should occur in three dimensions for the wavdeso
2003). However we shall argue in section 3.1.4 that for a SNRf the resonant streaming instability. We approximate piigs-
propagating into a stellar wind bubble with a radiativelpliog ical process by assuming that the heat input into the thegasal
shell of high-density gas, the above spatial scales areapiplso €quals the (linear) growth of the turbulent field energy ia th
small thatf,. ~ 1. This has substantial implications especiallgxcited Alfvén wavesn the already amplified effective figlsee
for the resulting thermal X-ray emission, because the ofeskr Berezhko, 2008; Volk et al., 2008, for the corresponderidei®
VHE ~-ray emission (which is by implication of hadronic ori-approach to existing theory and experiment).
gin) then requires a lower gas density. As al(eady mentioned in the Introqlucti(_)n, without a reﬁabl

For given magnetic field strength the electron injectioe rapPectral index for the observed spatially-integratedaramin-
in spherical symmetry is determined by the intensity of the oChrotron emission we shall choose the strength of the ftect
served overall synchrotron spectrum. For given injectate of field as well as the nuclear injection rate such as to opti-
nuclear particles and magnetic field strength the rafig be- mally fit the calculated synchrotron spectrum (from radicto
tween the densities of nonthermal electrons and nuclesicigar 2y energies) together with the calculated VHiay spectrum
can then be calculated. to the observations. Subsequently this spectrally fittegnmatic

As a result of the streaming instability the accelerating;CFﬁ'eld is compared with the field derived from the observed fila-
very effectively excite large-amplitude magnetic fluctaas up- Mentary structure. The degree of agreement between these tw
stream of the SN shock (Bell, 1978; Blandford & Ostriker, 497 field strengths is then used as a measure of the success &nd sel
McKenzie & VoIK, [1982). Since these fluctuations scattersCFEOnsistency of the model.

extremely strongly, we approximate the CR diffusion coafic The filament-based magnetic field strength downstream
x(p) by its lower limit, corresponding to a scattering mean fre@f the shock is determined by the observed widtof the X-ray

path equal to the particle gyro radius. In this so-called mohfllament — interpreted as the synchrotron cooling lengttirimeh

limit x(p) = [mc/(3¢B)](v/c)(p/mc), wheree andm are the shock—through the relation
the particle charge and mass,andp denote the particle ve- B
locity and momentum, respectiveli is the effective magnetic Ba = [3mZc*/(derdid)]'/* (V1 + 62 —8) /%, 1)

field strength (see below), ands the speed of light. Regarding
the nuclear particles with the highest energies this Bolmnit i
may imply an underestimate far(p) also for another reason,
since for these particles the effective, amplified field hztial
scales that are smaller or equal to their gyro radius /(36042
Pelletier el al.| 2006). To this extent our assumption of Boh
diffusion in the amplified field yields an upper limit to the xira
mum energy of the nuclear particle (e.g. Zirakashvili & Rigs

2008). In addition we assume that the interior effective @it 4 pgicle-in-cell simulations by Niemiec et al. (2008) léubse au-
thors even to the extreme conclusion that the non-resonatdhility
% It is implicitely assumed here that any energy loss due tatizd amplitudes become never large as a result of the bulk aetielerof
gas cooling has no effect on the shock structure. Given tiveraigh the thermal gas by the streaming CRs. We believe that in d-qtessdy
internal temperaturé&s,;, of the remnant at this stage (see section 4.Zhock configuration the CR current is being steadily drivenugh the
this appears to be a safe assumption. upstream gas by the downstream overpressure, as implied.abo

whered? = 0.12¢/(rov)[Vs/(oc)]?, o ~ L/7 is the radial
width of the X-ray emissivityy, (e, ), €, is the X-ray energy,
corresponding to the frequeney andr, denotes the classical
electron radius (Berezhko & Volk, 2004a). This field strémig
clearly a lower limit.

Since we have already used the observed amplitude of the
VHE ~-ray spectrum to determingwe do not predict this am-
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plitude, as one could do using a detailed knowledge of thee infTable 1. Key model parameters, and corresponding spectral, dy-
grated synchrotron spectrum. The above consistency éonditnamical, and morphological values expected from the caicul
for the effective field still needs to be fulfilled for the stan to  tions.

be acceptable.
Moreover, we shall not only investigate whether the chosen

values forB andn are consistent with thEhandrameasurement dR ﬂ(%c c

of the X-ray filamentary structure (Bamba et al., 2005), st a = =P

to which extent they are consistent with the semi-empiriela- Ba from X-ray filaments| 139G

tion (Berezhko & Volk| 2006) o 1.3 x 107 erg

Me; 3.5 M,
B2/(87P.) ~ 5% 107° (2) N.(R.) 0.24 =3
-3

which connects the upstream magnetic field presBpg8r) in kag(r =0) 2'003 o

the shock precursor (i.e. upstream, but amplified by the GRuin Bo 20 uG

bility) with the pressuré®, of the accelerated particles that drives n 3% 102

the field amplification in the first place. Eq.(2) holds for amu Kep 3x107*

ber of SNRs that could be analyzed with the aid of a well-known . 1

radio spectrum for these sources (Volk etlal., 2005). Thpake

of fulfilment of this relation is a further quality criteriufor the ten 3745yr

model to judge its success in theoretically describing & J- Vi(tsn) 1316 kms™*

ray source. Eq.(2), or a relation of a similar type (Bell & leli¢ o (tsn) 5.2

2001), is likely to hold for an individual object also duriitg 0 (tsn) 31

time evolution. Yet, in order to avoid the introduction of a-f M (tsn) 25 Mo .

ther theoretical parameter, we shall consifigras constant in Ee(tsn) 4.6 x 10" erg

time, equal to its present value, in our evaluation of the efod Ba(tsn)(= 0 Bo) 104 uG

ZOERX J0852.0-4622. We shall come back to this point in secti P/ (poV2) 0145
- BZ /(8w P.) 6.5 x 1073

In this specific form the three theory “parametei3; 7,

and K., are determinedjuantitativelyby comparison with Parameter description: The quantitizand Rs denote the assumed dis-

Ijhe obgervatlgns_ at tﬂe prelse_”t agfe r?f tgﬁlso.urge' The'('; t'g[h ce and the radius of the source, respectivglyis the internal mag-
ependence during the evolution of the IS disregardedfic field strength, as determined from the thickness oétesl X-ray

this paper. _ _ _ filaments cf. eq. 1, anfl, is the total hydrodynamic explosion energy;
The numerical solution of the dynamical equations at eagh,;, M, (t..), Nz (Rs) andN, (r = 0) are the ejected mass, the swept-
instant of time yields the CR spectrum and the spatial @istri up mass, the circumstellar gas number density at the SNR«shod
tions of CRs and thermal gas. This allows the calculatiomef tthe number density at the centre, respectivilis the power law index
spectra of the expected fluxes of nonthermal emission pH]ﬂu@f the ejecta v_elocity distributiod%’(_) is the assumed amplifie_d magnetic
by the accelerated CRs, the morphology of the emission,fend field strength in the upstream region of the shock precuvdmfen and
future evolution inasmuch the same physical processemeent e» denote the assumed proton injection rate and energetica@iemn-
to work at later times. proton ratio, respectively;, is the calculated age of the SNR;(tsn ),

- . . 0 (tsn), 0s(tsn), Ec(tsn), and Bq(tsn) are the resulting values of the
In the following we shall consider the wind bubble scenarig,,shock velocity, the total compression ratio, the sutlslcompres-

for RX J0852.0-4622 in the general framework of this model. sjon ratio, the total nonthermal energy, and the downstremnetic
field strength, respectively. Finall§, andpo = m, N (Rs) denote the

postshock pressure of accelerated particles and postshask density
of the gas, respectively.

3. Physical parameters of RX J0852.0-4622

In this section, we will describe the physical parameters of
the model. Section 3.1 gives an overview over the available
broadband data. Section 3.2 describes the setup of thergcena
Because of the scarcity — and sometimes ambiguity — of the
available data, we will use some general arguments from r§507
non-thermal particle emission not only to constrain thesbara-
tion parameters but also the environmental parameter gesitge
and its spatial distribution. The values of all relevantgibsl pa-
rameters are given in Table 1.

a). This confirms the shell-type nature of the source, al
though confusion with the emission from the Vela SNR pre-
vented a detection based on the radio data alone.

In X-rays, a central diffuse source of 9 x 14’ ex-
tension is seen NW of the geometrical centre of the SNR
(Slane et al., 2001; Becker & Aschenbach, 2002; Beckerlet al.
3.1. Broadband data of RX J0852.0-4622 2007). While Slane et al._(2001) argue that the hard spectrum

; of the source seen with ASCA hints at a Pulsar Wind Nebula
3.1.1. Morphology of RX J0852.0-4622 in general (PWN), |Becker et al.| (2007) argue, based on XMM-Newton
RX J0852.0-4622 is a shell-type SNR with a shell diandata, that the source is soft and reject a PWN nature. Hence,
eter of 2°, as seen in hard X-rays (Aschenbach, 199&ere is currently no agreement whether RX J0852.0-4622 is a
Aschenbach et all, 1999; Slane et al., 2001) and \WHEys centre-filled, composite SNR or not. Spatially-integraflades
(Aharonian et all, 2005, 2007a). Also the radio continuunsemwould only marginally be affected. There is however the poss
sion correlates spatially well with the high energy emissidbility that such a central PWN would slightly influence the H
(Duncan & Green, 2000; Stupar ef al., 2005; Aharonianlet alsray radial profile (see Aharonian et al., 2007a, and[Hig. 7).
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3.1.2. Central compact object and pulsar association at higher energies) has been attributed either to gas aehigh

- ‘) )
At the geometrical centre of the shell of RX J0852.0t_emperaturesfrom RX J0852.0-4622 (Aschenbachlet al.)1999

4622 lies the X-ray point source CXOU J085201.4-4617§% to synchrotron emission plus a very small thermal countrib

] - = 2 n (Slane et &ll, 2001). The latter conclusion has bdgibakn
(Aschenbach et al.,_1999; Pavlov et al.. 2001; Kargaltse¥ et (5.en over in the recett.E.S.Spaperl(Aharonian et al., 2007a)

2002; I\t/)I_ereghggi,OZO().:L:_:\/Iereghﬁtti %t al., 2%02)' ahceruxnall- ‘Hiat also contains a re-analysis of the ASCA data, even thoug
pact object (CCO) similar to that detected in the centre §ie y_ray line features exhibited in the spectrum below 2 keV

CasA. CXOU J085201.4-461753 might be a neutron star, hiflgpt pe associated with either RX J0852.0-4622 or the Vela
the nature of the object and the possibly associated COMPARIR or to both. Similarly the residuals of the spectra to the
Ha nebula (Pellizzoni etall,_2002) is still under debate (6.Q5ca data visible around 1 keV are suggestive that another
Reynoso et all, 2(_)06: Mignani et/al., 2007; Becker et al.,7200 omponent, which might originate from RX J0852.0-4622, is
gl(;)o}-é?ékgﬂasﬁ?lonzsooh76)w'erh22§;ogﬁatt?g:f§ éigg%lgsge\:\;g%tl eeded. The possible detection of a thermal emission coemon
. - Sy : : e RX J0852.0-4622 by Uchi 2008)istob ti d
461753 with RX J0852.0-4622 is nevertheless suggestlv,elhncﬂgrn; again. y-Uchiyama { ) is to be mentione

true, would allow conclusions on the nature of the progenmifo oo -

: : - e LI These are complex possibilities. The calculation of the-the
RX J0852.0-4622. Since the scenario discussed in this i@per o ission for the concrete case of RX J0852.0-4622 is
plies a core collapse SN, it does not exclude an associafion

. cgmpounded by the wind-bubble plus swept-up-shell geome-
CX%U 'E]hoe85|i2tgrla.1$fe61;23 V\g:; Rxoi(s)%?liztlo-ié}s&dziécusse d th try. Standard methods for ca_\lculat_ing the thermal emisiom
RX  J0852.0-4622 is associgted w)i/th PSR J0855-46§ Rs approximate t_he conﬂguratlorj either by a plane shock ge
Red 2 M buin 2005). Thi likelv hove etry or by a classical Sedov solution, and they negleatxhe
(Redman & Meabuin,._2005). This appears unlikely Nowgo, o of the accelerated particle component. Neitheneset
ever, given the implications of this association E))n distaacd approximations is appropriate for the case of RX J0852 2246
age of RX J0852.0-4622 (Redman & Meaburn, 2005). in its present phase. The plane approximation disregaedsdh
abatic gas cooling in the interior and the overall dynamudeyv
3.1.3. Non-thermal X-rays tion of the system. The classical Sedov solution impliesia un
o ] ] form circumstellar medium. In the extreme case the raditiv
The soft X-ray emission from RX J0852.0-4622 is heavily coppled wind bubble shell is even denser — and therefore even
fused by thermal emission from the Vela SNR. While the emignjnner — than assumed in subsection 3.2.2. and it might only
sion from the Vela SNR seems con3|stently constralned_to e reached recently before the present epoch. Then cobisio
thermal components/{ » = 0.05, 1.2keV) with an absorption ejectron heating has had little time to operate until now.
column density of about0*°cm~* (Lu & Aschenbach, 2000),  Another important aspect is the modification of the SNR
the surface brightness and temperatures of these comgongAbck by the accelerating CRs. As mentioned before, for a
are variable enough to prevent a clean subtraction of the VeJNR shock propagating into a uniform medium with a uni-
SNR in the X-ray spectra of RX J0852.0-4622 (Slane et ajorm magnetic field this implies that the larger part of the
2001 lyudin et al.. 2005; Aharonian et al.. 2007a). In thecsp shock surface corresponds to a quasi-perpendicular shitisk w
tra above~ 1keV, the non-thermal emission from RX J0852.05 strongly reduced injection of nuclear particles (Vollakt
4622 nevertheless clearly dominates. We adopt the common3003fl. Suprathermal injection of ions is only possible in the
terpretation that this component is synchrotron emissiomf quasi-parallel shock regions. If the spatial scales of thasi
relativistic electrons and use two estimates of the tOté[hy(- perpendicu|ar regions are |arge enough' then the croskdiel
synchrotron flux from RX J0852.0-4622 in our modelling (seg;sion of the highest-energy particles, accelerated inntiag-
Figs[3[5): The first (lower) estimate was derived using the anetic flux tubes delineating the neighboring quasi-paraieck
eraged power-law spectra derived from the three brightest s yegions, does not reach deeply into these quasi-perpdaies
components, (Slane etial., 2001), which we scaled up to magihns. In the corresponding magnetic flux tubes there araino n
the total flux measured with ROSAT in the soft X-ray bang|ear particles to be accelerated, there is no magneticdieid
(Aschenbach, 1998). The second (upper) estimate is a yesialpjification, and the shock remains unmodified there. Thismaea
of the ASCA dat.a. Set as presente(_i in Aharonian let al. (2007 hat in the quasi_perpendicu'ar regions the shock d|se|pahd
High-resolution imaging of this synchrotron X-ray comtherefore the gas heating occurs in a locally unmodified lshoc
ponent with XMM-Newton I(lyudin etal.. 2005, 2007) andyith the overall shock speed, leading to a correspondinigly h
especially with Chandra_(Bamba et al.. 2005; _Pannutilet ajas temperature and high thermal emission. In the case where
2004) permits the derivation of synchrotron cooling timesl a 3 radiatively cooling shell of a wind bubble is the obstacie f
therefore of an estimate of the effective magnetic field .(e.ghe SNR expansion, the situation may be different. MHD insta
Berezhko et al., 2008a; Berezhko & VG6lk, 2004a; Bamba et apilities and the radiative cooling of such a shell probalrigati
2005). In order to test our model we will compare the B-fielg into many small regions with strongly varying field direc-
derived in this manner to the field value that is required tthét  tions. Then the spatial scales separating the flux tubeimatigg

spatially integrated synchrotron data (see section 4). from quasi-perpendicular regions from those of quasilfgra
shock regions may become small enough that cross-field-diffu
3.1.4. Thermal X-rays sion can also fill the quasi-perpendicular flux tubes withetere

ating particles and then particle acceleration plus magfietd
The detection of thermal X-ray emission could help to coramplification occur practically everywhere over the shoak s
strain the gas density and/or its spatial distribution i 8NR. face (Volk et al.l 2008; Volk, 2008). In the extreme thigiies
However, the interpretation of the X-ray spectra is impeldgd shock modification over the entire shock region and thus a re-
the strong background emission from the Vela SNR; the lgter
dominated by low-temperature (1 keV) X-ray emission. After  ° For earlier discussions of this question in a more genenatess,
subtraction of such emission the remaining emission (dantin see Ellison et all (1995); Malkov & Vadlk (1995).
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duced gas heating due to the subshock dissipation only. i+he detected unambiguously from Cassiopeia A (age presumably
hanced overall acceleration efficiency then also demarmlgexr! ~ 330 years), with COMPTEL onboard CGRO _(lyudin et al.,
density of the thermal gas for a given hadronicay flux, and 11994), PDS onboarBeppoSAX(Vink et al., |12001), and the
thus a lower thermal emission. The low swept-up mass in a lo6GRI imager onboard INTEGRAL (Renaud et al., 2006c).
density wind bubble in addition lowers the overall thernraie For RX J0852.0-4622, the situation is unfortunately unre-
sivity compared to that of a classical Sedov remnant with th@lved. From COMPTEL data, the detection ofyaay line
same upstream gas density at the shock at the present epoctat 1163 + 16 keV, consistent with thé*Ti ~-ray decay line,

In section 4.4 arough estimate of the resulting thermalX-ravas claimed and predominantly attributed to RX J0852.0-
emission will be given, based on the emission from a claksieE622 (lyudin etal.,| 1998; Aschenbachetal., 1999). Using
Sedov solution in a uniform ambient medium. According te thithis *Ti line flux, and using a rather high shock velocity,
estimate the thermal emission of soft X-rays at 1 keV is larg&schenbach et al. (1999) derived an agé&if + 100 yrs, and a
than the corresponding nonthermal X-ray emission. Howevedistance o200 pc. Suchy-ray data also suggest a core collapse
the error in this estimate is not known and is likely to be guitSN event.
large. Therefore an uncertainty remains which we cannotves However, Schonfelder etlal. (2000) pointed out that the sig
at this point. nificance of the COMPTEI**Ti result is only marginal. And
the COMPTEL result could so far not be confirmed with the
INTEGRAL instruments SPI and ISGRI. A SPI upper limit is
so far unconstraining (von Kienlin etlal., 2005). Under anpoi
source assumption, the ISGRI non-detection of the 78 ke&/ lin

put constraints on the source distarice. Slanel €t al. (2084 u2006a). However, an extended-source analysis has not gat be

CO data of the Vela Molecular Ridge (VMR) to reject a disPerformedi(Renaud et'al., 2006b).

tance of RX J0852.0-4622 of more than 1-2 kpc, based on the Therefore a nearby and rather recent event is not decisively

lack of strong X-ray absorption variation that should hagerb €xcluded from these specific observations, even thoughrthe a

detected across RX J0852.0-4622. This is broadly in agreem@uments for it are rather weak.

with the inference by Moriguchi et al. (2001) that there isaan

ticorrelation of X-ray emission and molecular gas trace@®,

especially with regard to the VMR at a distancelof 2 kpc.
Inthe2—10keV band, that is expected not to exhibit absorp-

tion, an X-ray power-law spectrum can be derived. Assumings discussed in the previous section, the main observationa

this power-law to continue down ta7keV, |Slane et gl. (2001) tivation to locate RX J0852.0-4622 at a distance~ofl kpc

have then derived an absorption column densitidf + 1.8) - is the much larger column density in neutral hydrogen delrive

10%' cm~2 for RX J0852.0-4622. Since this column density isrom the X-ray spectrum of RX J0852.0-4622, compared to the

much larger than the one towards the Vela SNR, they concludegues for Vela SNR.

that RX J0852.0-4622 should be at a much larger distance than

the Vela SNR.

3.1.5. X-ray morphology absorption and relation to CO
data

3.2. Model parameters for a SN explosion in 1 kpc
distance

3.2.1. Reasons for a wind bubble scenario

3.1.6. Radio spectrum The lack (or low level) of thermal X-ray emission and the sggo
X-ray synchrotron flux already led Slane et al. (2001) to ie-c
We assume that the radio emission is due to synchrotron ragliusion that RX J0852.0-4622 could be evolving into a wind
ation. There is no good radio spectrum available fvelaj@brd bubble. Similarly, Duncan & Green (2000) argue that the un-
the entire remnant. We use the differential flux values given usual radio properties of RX J0852.0-4622 (bipolar shelt-mo
Duncan & Green (2000) at 2.42 GHz and 1.40 GHz, the errorsptfiology, low surface brightness) could be explained if thiRS
which are representing the uncertainty of the backgrouvel.le has so far evolved in a low-density region.
The spectral index between the two bands has quite a largee err  \We can use the non-thermal X-ray plusay emission from
(o = 0.4 4+ 0.5), but for the north-western rim a better spectrurkRX J0852.0-4622 to put these arguments for a wind bubble sce-
(a = 0.40+0.15) could be derived. If this value is representativ@ario on a more firm footing, anticipating for the moment that
for the entire remnant, as Duncan & Green (2000) argue, thgje VHE y-ray emission is indeed dominated by hadronic emis-
this index is somewhat harder than what we expect from a maglon. As we shall see in section 4, this latter conclusiolofes
ified SNR shock environment, though still compatible within from the fact that with the assumption of a significantly aimpl
20 error range. fied magnetic field it is possible to fit all the nonthermal gpeec
as well as the morphology in nonthermal X-rays and gamma-
rays — and that this amplified field does not exceed that dirive
from the observed X-ray filaments. Such amplification is how-
ever only possible by the nonthermal pressure of the nupkear

The “4Ti production in a SN explosion depends on progeniicles.

tor star mass and explosion-type, with a yield spanning two Arguments similar to those given below have been used
orders of magnitude (see, elg. Renaud et al., 2006a, and reife Berezhko & Volk (2006) for the comparable case of SNR
ences therein). Because of the short lifetime.o$0 years (e.g. RXJ1713.7-3946 to which we refer the reader here.

Wietfeldt et al.,| 1999), the mere detection of hard X-ray and In order to yield the observed nonthermal X-ray luminosity
~-ray de-excitation lines at 69.7, 78.4, and 1157 keV from the the case of a uniform ISM the shock speed should be suffi-
44T radioactive decay products can be used to significantly catiently large,V; =102 km/s (Berezhko & Volk| 2004b). Given
strain the SNR age. So far, however, these lines have only béeat the SNR would already be in the Sedov phase the observed

3.1.7. Gamma-ray and X-ray line emission from
radioactive *4Ti decay
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size Rs ~ 20 pc, corresponding to a distance of 1 kpc, would Here we use the gas number density distributdy(r) =

lead to the age constraifg, ~ 0.4R;/Vs <3 x 103 yr. For a  p(r)/m,, in the form

typical SN type la explosion enerdy,, = 10°! erg and ejected

mass ofl.4]M, this would then imply a very low ISM number N, = {0.003 + 0.24[r/(17.5 pc)]*2} cm™2, (8)
density Ny 51072 cm™3. On the other hand, the peak TeV

ray luminosity, achieved during SNR evolution from a type Iahich fixes the gas density at the present shock radius and pro

event, roughly scales ds (Berezhko & Volk, 1997): vides a consistent fit for all existing data for SNR RX J0852.0
) 4622. Together with Eq.(4), this relation also connectsttter-
e F(e,) ~ 150 ( Ny ) (1 kpC) ev 3) nal densityNigy; with the progenitor mass.
TR 1cm3 d cmes’ Such a distribution corresponds to a bubble with = 5 and

) _ ) 28 < Rsn < 32 pc created by the wind of a main-sequence star
for fic = 1. HereF, (¢, ) is the integral flux ofy-rays with en-  of initial mass15M < M; < 20Mg, in the surrounding ISM of
ergies greater tham,. This expression shows that fofy < hydrogen number densityl < Nigu < 49 cm—3, respectively
1072 cm~* we would have to expect an energy flud”, (¢,) < (Chevalier & Liang[ 1989). It implies that this bubble is &ted
1.5 eVl/(cnPs). This is an order of magnitude smaller than thiaside a region of dense gas.
observed flux (see section 4).

Therefore the nonthermal observations make it clear th{%& .
SNR RX J0852.0-4622 can not correspond to a type la eve ,'3' FU”he_f parameters that de’_termlne the SN
if the source distance is as largeds: 1 kpc. As a consequence evolution and CR acceleration

we shall consider a core collapse SN event. We shall use the SNR parametds, = 1.3 x 105 erg, M,; =
3.5Mq, andk = 8 which, as will be shown below, give a good
3.2.2. Wind bubble parameters fit for the observed SNR properties.

) o We shall also use an upstream effective magnetic field value
The progenitor stars of core collapse SNe that significantg- B, = 20 G, which is required to provide the observed syn-
ify the density of their environment are massive main-seqee chrotron flux in the radio and X-ray bands (see below). Such
stars with initial masses/; > 15M which have intense winds, 3 value of B, is significantly higher than a merely MHD-
e.g. (Abbgt, 1982). Inthe mean, during their evolutioni@slar- compressed dense-gas magnetic field in the inner part of the
rounding uniform ISM of gas number densjty = m,Nism,  shell, at densitiesV, < 0.24 cm—3,
they create a low-density bubble, surrounded by a shell of
swept-up and compressed ISM of radius (Weaverlet al.,|1977;

Chevalier & Liang| 1989) 4, Results and discussion

Ren = 0.76(0.5MV2t3 /p)V/®, (4) In this section we shall discuss the physical charactesisif

) the wind bubble scenario in detail, and compare them with the
where M is the mass-loss rate of the progenitor stéy,is the gbservations.
wind speed, and, is the duration of the wind phase. The values The calculated dynamical characteristics of the SNR are
of these parameters are given in tabular form by Cheval#8Z} shown in Fig. 1. From Fig. 1a one can see that for the assumed
in terms of ;. distance of 1 kpc the calculation fits the observed SNR size

In order to determine the SNR shock dynamics inside ti}@s ~ 17.5 pc at the age,, = 3745 yr.
shell we model the gas number density distribution in thédkeib T4 fit the observed synchrotron andray spectra (see be-
and in the shell in the form (e.g. Berezhko & V@lk, 2006): low) we assume a proton injection raje= 10~3. This leads to
3(oun—1 a moderate nonlinear modification of the shock which at thie cu

Ng = Ny + (r/Ron) "~ N, ) rent age of,, = 3745 yrs has a total compression ratiox 5.2

whereN,, = o4, Nisy is the peak number densipgr hydrogen @nd a subshock compression ratio~ 3.1 (Fig. 1b). All param-
atomin the shell, Ny, is the gas number density inside the bubbl&ters used and the resulting model properties are sumrdanize
typically very small compared with the shell density, angd = Table 1. _ _ _

N.. /Nisy is the shell compression ratio. We note that as aresult For its adopted density, the wind bubble contains only a
of radiative cooling the compression ratig, can exceed the sSmall amount of gasif;, ~ 0.3M. Therefore the SN shock
classical upper limit of 4. The possibility of a very thin win deposits only about 20% of the explosion energy during the in
bubble withoy, > 4 has been indicated in subsection 3.1.4ial 1000 years of propagation through the bubble, as seen in

above. Fig. 1. However, up to the current epoch the SN shock has al-
The mass of the bubble ready swept up a considerable mads, ~ 25M. Therefore
the ejecta have transformed about 85% of their initial eperip
My, = (47 R3, /3)m, Ny, (6) gas and CR energy (Fig. 1c). The acceleration process is-ther

is rather smallM, < Mg, in the case of moderate progenito}tore c_haracterised by a high efficiency under the assumpfion
masses\/. < 20Mb Whe%éas the shell mass spherlcal symmetry: at the current time about 35% of thechpl

! ©: sion energy have been transferred to CRs, and the relative CR

Rgn energy contenk,. continues to increase to a maximum of about
Mg, = 47rNshmp/ drr?(r/Ran) ™Y = (47 R, /3) Nisum(BY E.y, in the later phase (Fig. 1c), when particles start to leave
0 the source.

is many hundred solar masses. Therefore, during SNR shock Therefore, in absolute terms the CRs inside SNR
propagation through the bubble, only a small fraction okits RX J0852.0-4622 already contain
ergy is given to gas of stellar origin. The main part of thelexp
sion energy is deposited in the shell. Ee ~ 0.35Eq, ~ 4.6 x 10°° erg. 9)
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Fig. 2. The overall (volume-integrated) CR spectrum as a func-
tion of particle momentumSolid and dashed linesorrespond
to protons and electrons, respectively.
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Fig. 4. Calculated nonthermal BremsstrahluiiNB, dash-dotted
line), inverse Comptor{IC, dashed ling) and 7°-decay(solid
line) v-ray spectral energy distributions as functions of pho-
ton energye, for the high-injection, high-field model. The
observedH.E.S.S.(Aharonian et al., 2007a) andANGAROO
(Enomoto et al!, 2006)-ray fluxes are shown as well.

T 1 | L L
100 200 500 1000 2000 5000
t, yr v=24atp Smpctoy = 1.9 atp ~ 100mpc. The shape
: . . of the overall electron spectrufi, (p) deviates from that of the
Fig. 1. Model parameters as a function of time: (a) Shock "roton spectrunV (p) at high momenta > p; ~ 350m,c, as
dius Rs and overall shock speet; (b) total shock ) and 5 regyit of the synchrotron losses in the downstream regitin w
SUbSh.OCk.‘('S) compression ratios; (©) ejeqﬁf(i) and_ CRE) g magnetic field strengtBy ~ 100 4G which is assumed uni-
energies in spherical symmetry. '!'he vertidatted linemarks form (Bq = B> = o By). Therefore within the momentum range
the current epoch of SNR evolutlon_. The external gas densbtly< p < p _the electron spectrum is considerably steeper
Ng = pg/mp = 1.4Ny is also shown ipanel (a) N, o p~3. max
Specifically, the synchrotron losses become important for
electron momenta greater than (Berezhko et al.,|2002)

The volume-integrated (or overall) CR spectrum

~ mo 108 yr\ (10 uG\”
N(p,t) = 167r2p2/ drr? f(r,p,t) (10) e~ L3 < t By ' ()

0
mylbstituting the SN age = 3745 yr into this expression, we
havep, ~ 350myc, in agreement with the numerical result (see

has, for the case of protons, almost a pure power-law fo
N  p~7 over a wide momentum range frond~2m,,c up to Fig. 2)

~ 5 -
the cutoff momentuy.y & 6 x 10°myc, corresponding to a The maximum electron momentum can be roughly estimated

v M . .
pult_offtegergy ?f o 5.6 x 10t . e\l/]; (s:ae F|g.h2_)hTh|st\;]alu@_ nax  py equating the synchrotron loss time with the accelerdtine.
is limited mainly by geometrical factors, which are the firstze ;oo oot “Bore o efldl. 2002)

and speed of the shock, its deceleration and the adiabatie co
ing effect in the downstream region_(Berezhko, 1996). Due e, 6.7 x 104 Vs
the shock modification the power-law index slowly variesiiro mpe x 103 km/s
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Fig.3. Calculated broadband spectral energy density of RX J08&@22 , as function of photon energy. In they-ray region

the solid line shows ther® — decay emission and thelashed linedenotes the inverse Compton (IC) emission. Radio fluxes were
obtained with thdParkestelescope (Duncan & Grelen, 2000). For the X-ray synchrdtina lower boundary is given by the sum
of the ASCAfluxes from the brightest parts of the SNR, as given by Slam¢ ¢2001), scaled up to match the total remnant’s flux
measured witlROSATIn the soft X-ray range (Aschenbach, 1998). The upper bayratanes from a re-analysis of the tofsSCA
data from the remnant, as given.in Aharonian et al. (2007&Y. data are fronCANGAROQEnomoto et all, 2006) and.E.S.S.
(Aharonian et al!, 2007 a).

As a result of the shock propagating through the wind shell
(cf. Fig. 1) the SN shock speed decreases rather quickiygluri
the periodt > 103 yr. Therefore, during previous evolutionary
7 phases the shock has produced electron spectra with cuteff m
1 mentapt ... larger than at the current epoch. Due to this factor

29 . the spatially integrated electron spectrum has a relgtsrmboth
o cutoff (see Fig. 2). Together with the synchrotron coolihgst
gy i gives a good fit of the observed X-ray spectrum (see below).

] The present-day parameteBy = 104 §G and Ko, =~

4 3 x 10~ lead to good agreement between the calculated and the

measured spectral energy distribution of the synchrotrois-e

sion in the radio to X-ray ranges at the present time [Fig. 3).

The steepening of the electron spectrum at high energietodue

synchrotron losses and the smooth cutoff of the overaltelac

spectrum together naturally yield a fit to the X-ray data whiir

soft spectrum. Such a smooth spectral behaviour is achiaved

Fig.5. Calculated synchrotron emission flux as a function @&n assumed upstream field 2if G (which leads to the above

frequencyr. The solid line corresponds to the high-injection,downstream fieldBy).

hlgh-fleld model, thelashed Iina:orresponds toa hypothetical F|g[3 also shows the Ca|cu|ate¢.ray Spectra| energy

very low injection, and therefore unmodified low-field madelyistributions due tor-decay, IC emission, and nonthermal

Parkesradio data/(Duncan & Green, 2000) ah8CAX-ray data  Bremsstrahlung, together with the existing experimerasd

(Slane et al., 2001; Aharonian ef al., 2007a) are shown (see a  According to the calculation, the hadronjeray production

the caption of Fid.13). exceeds the electron contribution by more than two orders of

magnitude at all energies. In detail theseay spectra are shown

in Fig.[4. For energies, = 1 — 100 GeV they-ray spectrum is

o \/ (c—1) (10 MG) (12) close todF, /de, o« %, hardening from, = 0.1 — 1 TeV,
o(l+02) By )’ whereas starting from, ~ 1 TeV it has a smooth extended cut-

off despite the comparatively much sharper cutoff of theqmo

At the current epochV, ~ 1316 km/s, which leads to a maxi- €nergy spectrum, cf. Figl 2.

mum electron momentumnt, . ~ 10*m,c, in agreement with Note that they-ray cutoff energy’'** ~ 0.1pyaxc iS sen-
the numerical results (Figl 2). sitive to the magnetic field strengthBy, since the proton cut-

-6

-8

log v, Hz
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off momentum has a dependengg.. x RsV;B4 (Berezhko,
1996). It is clearly seen from Fig. 4 that the calculated spec -r et 7
fits the H.E.S.S. measurements in an acceptable way, atlgast | ‘
to ~ 5 TeV. However the four highest-energy points tend to lie / |
below the theoretical curve. This can be the result of escépe - / \
the highest-energy protons during the deceleration of hioels / :
in the shell. See sectidn 4.1 for further details. | ‘
The hadronic dominance in VHE-ray emission which we
predict here, could be further investigated in the nearréuhy
the Fermi instrument in the GeV region. Even though at such
comparatively lowy-ray energies the/-ray background from
the diffuse Galacticy-rays is quite significant, especially for
such a large, low-surface brightness source as RX J08%20-4
(Drury et al., 1994) Fermi should be able to detect the overall
very high~-ray flux from RX J0852.0-4622. It is therefore to be
expected that thE€ermi instrument will confirm our prediction
that the spatially-integrategl-ray spectral energy density at 1 ol v v n L —
GeV is only a factore 1.5 lowerthan at 1 TeV cf. Fig. 4, as are- 0.9 0.95 ! 1.05
sult of the nonlinear modification of the acceleration pescéf o/Rg
the nonlinear modification in the wind bubble is less strdramt

assumed here, then this difference in the spectral energitge Fi9:6- The projected radial profile of the X-ray synchrotron
between 1 GeV and 1 TeV should be even smaller. emission fore, = 1keV. The abscissa is normalized to the

In Fig.5 we separately present the differential synchmtr&hOCk radius and corresponds therefore to an angular 3¢wde.

spectrum, produced at the current epoch. For comparison §ftid line corresponds to the high-injection, high-field model,
also show a synchrotron spectrum, which would correspondt dash-dotted lineorresponds to a hypothetical low-injection,
a hypothetical acceleration scenario in which the protgecin OW-field model.
tion rate is taken so smalh(= 10~°) that the accelerated nu-
clear CRs do not produce any significant shock modification tire 2 — 10 keV range. In order to find out whether this type of
magnetic field amplification; the valuB, = 5 G is used in Structure is consistent with our theory we present in Fidé t
this case. There are two small but distinct differences betw projected radial profile
the synchrotron spectra that correspond to these two sosnar
The high-injection, high-field scenario leads to a steefedif- J(e, p) /d:vq(e, r=/p?+ 22 x), (13)
tial radio frequency spectrur, ~ v~ with power law in-
dexa ~ 0.7, whereas for the unmodified, low-field scenari@alculated for the X-ray energy, = 1 keV. The abscissa in
a = 0.5. Unfortunately, the low quality of the existing ra-Fig.[8 (and correspondingly also in Hig. 7) is scaled to the ra
dio data does not allow us to distinguish these two scenaridisis of the remnant, i.e. to 17.5pc, as derived from the argul
in the radio range, in order to conclude from the radio spemdius of the remnant of 1°. Hereq(e,r) is the luminosity
trum alone whether or not we deal in the case of RX J0852i®-the nonthermal emission with photon enekgylhe integra-
4622 with efficient CR acceleration leading to a significdiutck  tion is performed along the line of sight. One can see that the
modification and magnetic field amplification. The esselytialtheory predicts the peak of the emission just behind thekshoc
different behaviour of these two spectra at X-ray frequescifront with a thicknesg\p/ R ~ 10~2 which corresponds to an
aroundv = 10'® Hz demonstrates on the other hand that iangular widthA+ ~ 36”. It corresponds reasonably well to the
the case of strong CR production and amplified magnetic fiethandraobservation. At the same time Fig. 6 also shows that the
B4 =~ 100 uG the spectrun®, (v) naturally exhibits a smooth unmodified low-field solution cannot explain the filamentistr
cutoff consistent with the experiment. In the simple, unified ture seen wittChandra
low-field case the spectruisi, () has too sharp a cutoff to be It has been already demonstrated for other young SNRs
consistent with the experiment. (Berezhko et all, 2003a; Berezhko & Volk, 2004a) that thame
It is noted that the X-ray flux represented in Figs. 3 and $ured width of the projected radial profile of the nontheral
comes from two different analyses of the X-ray flux (see alsay emission gives the possibility to determine the intenmag-
section[3.11): the lower boundary was derived by summing uetic field strength according to Eq.(1).
theASCAfluxes from the brightest parts of the SNR (Slane et al., Substituting into this equatiolh = L/7 = 8.2 x 10*¢ cm,
2001) and scaling the result up to match the total SNR’s flux as= 5.2, Vi = 1316 km/s, andv = 3 x 10'7 Hz (i.e. X-ray en-
measured with ROSAT_(Aschenbach, 1998). The upper bourggye, ~ 1 keV), we obtainB4 ~ 139 G, which agrees within
ary — a factor of two higher — comes from a re-analysis of tf#0% with the valueBy = 104 ;G used in our spectrum calcu-
total ASCAdata from the remnant, as given.in Aharonian et dition. Such a difference iBq corresponds to the uncertainty in
(20078). the field determination in the other objects analysed up ta no
The properties of small-scale structures of RX J0852.(2462 The magnetic field amplification is driven by the gradient of
seen in X-rays furnish even stronger evidence that the ntagnéhe (nuclear) CR pressure upstream of the outer shock, and we
field inside the SNR is indeed considerably amplified. As & ttcan check whether RX J0852.0-4622 belongs to the class of ob-
case of other young SNRs (e.g. SN 1006, Cassiopeia A, Tychjgists that fulfil Eq. 2. In the present cased 1 kpc we have
SNR) Chandrashows very fine filamentary structures in nonF. ~ 0.15p0V.?, wherepy = Ny (Rs)m,, is the ambient gas den-
thermal X-rays in the very outer part of the remnant. Thertegt  sity at the current shock front position. SubstitutiNg(Rs) =
filament detected by Bamba et al. (2005) has an angular thi€k24 cm=2 and By = 20 uG we haveB? /(87 P.) ~ 6.5 x 1073,
nessAvy ~ 38" in the radial profile of the X-ray emission inin rather good agreement with the average number in Eq.(2).

Jy, a.u.
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Fig.8. The time dependence of the fluxes of the synchrotron
Fig. 7. The~-ray emissivities for the-ray energye, = 1TeV  emission at frequency = 1GHz (dash-dotted line)syn-
as a function of projected, normalized radial distapc8;. The  chrotron X-ray emission with energy, = 1keV (dashed line)
calculated radial profile is represented by #wdid line Data and TeV-energy-ray (solid line). The fluxes are normalised to
points are from the Northern part of RX J0852.0-4622 as megeir valuesF; at the current epoch.
sured withH.E.S.S(Aharonian et al., 200¥a), with an analysis
point spread function of Gaussian widit)6°. Thedashed line
represents the calculated profile convolved with the sanme poweight on these expectations regarding the secular vamia
spread function. nonthermal fluxes.

The line-of-sight integrategi-ray emission profile as a func- 1+ Escape

tion of projected radiug is calculated for, = 1 TeV and is The decrease of the shock spéédduring SNR evolution di-
presented in Fig. 7. Due to the large radial gradient of ttee gainishes the maximum energy to which particles can be accel-
and CR distributions inside the SNR, the theoretically mted erated during any given phase. This has the well-known con-
three-dimensional radial emissivity profile of TeV-emissiis sequence that particles already accelerated to a higheir max
concentrated within a thin shell of widthr ~ 0.01R,. Asa mum energy at earlier times can now begin to diffusively es-
result of the projection effect, the two-dimensional widitby cape from the interior of the remnant, even without any cleang
a factor of seven larger than the width of the three-dimeraio of the scattering mean free path, as it was predicted analyti
profile, i.e.Ap ~ 0.1R, (solid lines in FigL¥). Since the.E.S.S. cally (Berezhko & Krymsky, 1988) and confirmed numerically
instrument in addition has a finite angular resolution wesene  (Berezhko et &ll, 1996).
as dashed lines in Fig.7 also the modified radial profile con- Compared with this escape — which is relatively slow in
volved with a Gaussian point spread function with,a= Ap =  our model because the diffusion of CR particles with momenta
0.06 Rs, corresponding to an angular resolutiorgf = 0.06°.  p > p,,(¢) higher than the current cutoff momentym (¢) is

Fig. 7 shows that the expected radial profile of the Te\étill described by Bohm diffusion — the actual CR escape is
emission, after taking into account the instrumental amguds- presumably much faster. Since the CRs wjith> p,,,(t) de-
olution, is much broader than the intrinsic projected peofilvelop a much smaller spatial gradient than those with moaent
and is characterised by a minimum-to-maximum intensitipratp < p,, (t) (which are still efficiently accelerated by the shock),
Jy /e~ 0.35. The radial profile measured By.E.S.S. their production of chaotic magnetic fields whose scalespre
compares reasonably well with the theoretical predictiomeé proximately equal to their gyroradii goes down quickly with
ignore the two data points in the central region. This might iime. As a consequence their diffusion coefficient incre@ssm-
justified because a central component (e.g. a PWN) cannotdigerably so that they leave the SNR much more rapidly than
fully excluded, as was also argued in Aharonian et al. (2ZR07athrough Bohm diffusion, and then these CRs contriluigless

To illustrate the expected time evolution of the nontherm#b the~-ray flux of the source than calculated above. Fhey
emission we give in Fig. 8 the fluxes of radio emission at tee frspectrum corresponding to the particles that remain cashfime
guencyr = 1 GHz and X-ray emission at the energy= 1 keV, the SNR should therefore drop off faster with energy thaeigiv
as well as the TeV flux, all as a function of time. Since the CR ehy the solid line in Fig.4. However, the H.E.S.S. data at igg-h
ergy content still increases, the radio emission incredesgag esty-ray energies are not suggesting that this effect is very sig
the next centuries. However, due to the substantial shoo#lde nificant in the present case.
eration the nonthermal X-ray emission is expected to deerea Secondly, the field amplification is probably stronger dur-
with time at a rate of about 0.04%/yr. The TeMray emission, ing earlier phases of the remnant evolution, whgW? is larger
on the other hand, will increase at a rate of 0.14 %/yr duedo tthan at later phases (Bell & Lucek, 2001). Our calculatios ha
continuing increase of the ambient gas density. Neversbeke assumed the effective field strength to be constant. Camgect
change of the order of one percent in 7 years is probably vedor this, the overall nuclear particle spectrum released ihe
difficult to measure. Therefore we can not put much practichadterstellar Medium by SNRs presumably forms the Galactic
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CR spectrum up to an energy ©6'” eV (Berezhko & Volk, T, and the downstream gas temperatiirehat would obtain
2007). That protons alone should be able to reach energigthout particle acceleration:

210' eV was shown for the case of a representative type

la SN by|Berezhko & V6lk[(2004b). This is likely to be trueTy,,  [(0s — 1)(y+ 1) +2](y + 1)?

also for RX J0852.0-4622 and, by implication, also for itintw ~7 ~ (7 = 1)o2 : (14)
RX J1713.7-3946, even though their environmental conakitio
are drastically different from those of a type la SN. Hereos andoy are the total and the subshock compression

We add here that the above maximum energies of energetitio, respectively, as given in Fig.1. The specific heab rafor
nuclei are calculated under the assumption of Bohm diffusicthe nonrelativistic thermal gas may be takenyas 5/3. For the
To this extent they are upper limits, given the strength ef ttpresent phase of RX J0852.0-4622 , e 5.2 andos ~ 3.1,
corresponding amplified magnetic field. one then obtaing,;, ~ 0.45T%.

Except in special cases one should therefore ex- Hamilton etal.[(1983) give the gas temperatiiydy
pect that escape sets in when the source becomes older. 1o
Ptuskin & Zirakashvili [(2003[ 2005) have in addition argueds = 10 (Vs/839km s™")°K (15)

that at late times the damping of the scattering Magneficierms of the overall shock velocity, assuming a highly ion-

fluctuations should increase the scattering mean free path. . i A
decrease of the effective field strength on the one hand, hnqzc?d system. For RX J0852.0-4622 the latter quantity isrgive

the scattering strength (through the slowing-down of theckh fn our Fig.1a. LJt§|ng the pl)trgms’erz v2al5ﬂlfg :10173&6 kmd/;ec, tﬂe

and wave damping) on the other, go in the same direction Prego'”g equations resutt I, = 2.0 x and Lsup ~

lower the cutoff energy of the a{cceleratin opulation Thle'01 x 107 K, corresponding to a thermal energy of about 1 keV.
gy 9 pop ' For the emission measure EM we hawM =

relative importance of these effects probably depends en thrg, drrgNgg(r)’ if we disregard irrelevant numerical factors.

details of the source, in particular its evolutionary phase in order to calculatei,,, for the CR-modified shock the over-

all shock is approximated by a shock in a thermal gas with
4.2. A rough estimate for the thermal X-ray emission an adiabatic indexy., such that(ye: + 1)/(vex — 1) = o,

whereo denotes, as before, the total compression ratio of the
Using the results for the dynamical evolution of the syster@ o CR-modified shock. The corresponding solution for the gas dy
can also attempt to estimate the thermal X-ray emission.rAs aamic quantities is approximated as being self-similagefiov
gued in section 3.1.4 this is only possible in an approximaty,  (1959). If the ambient density profile has a radial depenéenc
even if the ejecta emission is disregarded with the arguthant in the form of a power lawN,(r) = No(r/Ro)”, then the
the ejected mass in the present phase is small compared tosié similar density distribution in the SNR, downstreafitte
swept-up mass. In fact, looking at Fig. 1a it can be seen ligat shock, can be further approximated by a power-law profiléh wi
SNR is well past the sweep-up phase and has entered a qu&gi-same swept-up mass as the full solution. It has then the
Sedov phase in the stellar wind shell, i.e. a roughly seiflar form Ng(r) = O'NQ(’I’/RS)ﬁ/ with 8 = 3(c — 1) + B0, where
evolutionary phase, modified by strong particle accelenatel- n, — N,(Rs). Such a density profile gives the emission mea-
ative to a purely gas dynamic evolution. sureEM = N2R302/(28' + 3).

The approximation used is the following. The bubble case The classical gas dynamic Sedov solution for a SN explosion
is compared with a SNR in a uniform medium in the classic@to a uniform medium hag = 0 ando = 4. Using the same
Sedov phase without any CR acceleration, making four assumglues forN, for both density profiles leads &, ~ 12.51 pc for
tions (i) the total hydrodynamic explosion energy is thesam the Sedov case and .., ~ 0.63 for the bubble casg = 12
both cases (ii) the downstream unmodified temperdfiyy&le- andos = 5.2. The swept-up mass in the Sedov caséfis ~
termining the overall shock velocity and the thermal emoissi 50.3 M.
is the same, (iii) the present gas density upstream of theksho  Using the differential thermal X-ray model specii@/ de ~
is the same, and (iv) the two objects are at the same distdnce @4 photons/(keV cris) from Hamilton et al[(1983) (see their
1 kpc. Then the results of Hamilton et al. (1983) for the th@rmpig. 2) for theirlg 7, = 7.75 andlg T, = 7.25,n = NZEg, =
X-ray flux from a classical Sedov SNR are used, employing the49 erg cn1 6, scaling it according talF'/de 7 with a fac-
emission measure of the bubble remnant instead of that of tae of ~ 3.8 for n ~ 3.8 x 10% erg cm ¢, multiplying it by
classical Sedov remnant with the same five parameters abgyg. factorg?[E,, /(10°%erg)] /2 ~ 0.65 x 10%, as required,

This means that the X-ray emissivity of the remnant is reducnereg - 86 arcmin for the angular size of the classical Sedov
by the ratioRer, = EM,/EMsg of the emission measuéM;,  remnant corresponding to the above parameters (Hamiltath, et
for the bubble solution to the emission measure for the idakss 1983), and multiplying it finally also by the factdi,.,, results
Sedov solution® Mg which corresponds to a uniform ambienin 3 thermal spectral energy densifiF/de ~ 1560 eV cm2
gas densityVy (L) sec! fore =1 keV.

The thermally relevant gas temperature in the presence of This must be compared with the observed nonthermal X-ray
particle acceleration is the temperatdtg,, downstream of the energy flux at 1 keV (see Fig.8)JdF/de ~ 100 eV cm 2 sec ™.
gas subshock. It corresponds to the temperature downsteantherefore, at 1 keV, the thermal flux, calculated in this form
a shock that is nonlinearly modified by the internal energy aomes out to be larger than the nonthermal flux by a factor of
the pressure of the accelerated particles. about 16.

The CR-modified shock, i.e. the precursor-subshock system, We note however that the above X-ray energy flux has to
is approximated by a plane parallel structure, which ingglieat be considered as a rough upper limit estimate because of the
the precursor size is small compared to the SNR shock radif@lowing reasons:

This is generally the case. Then conservation of mass, momen First of all, the SN shock into the bubble and shell interacts
tum and energy fluxes permits in a straightforward way to cakith a strongly rising gas density profile. Yet for the estiethe
culate the ratio between the actual downstream gas teroperapeak value of the gas density was used.
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Moreover,in the case of a modified shock the actual gas tem- The magnetic field amplification results in a significant de-
peraturel,, is at least by a factor of 2 lower than the tempeipression of the density of ultra-high energy electrons addces
atureT; used in our estimate. From a general point of view thibe IC and NB contributions of these electrons to less than on
actual thermal X-ray emission is expected to be lower due percent of ther’-decayy-ray emission.
lower temperature. A rough correction can be done in the fol- A remaining uncertainty is connected with the thermal emis-
lowing way. The shock radius corresponding to the Sedowsokion properties. For the wind bubble configuration this nray i
tion depends on the relevent parameters according to thtorel deed not be too critical, since gas heating should occurgsiiyn
R, « (Esn/(TsNg))*/3. According to this relation the shockat the subshock alone. In addition, the amount of swept-tgsma

with the same radius but with two times lower postshock tempés rather small compared to a classical Sedov remnant in-a uni

ature corresponds to a two times lower explosion energyh Sucform circumstellar medium of equal present preshock dgnsit
shock is characterised by the parameter valae1.9 x 10%° erg Apart from this uncertainty the main result is the hadronic
cm~6 that gives a 1 keV thermal X-ray flux which is lower by edominance in the-ray emission spectrum. As a consequence of
factor of two compared with the above consideration. the nonlinear modification of the shock the spatially inttgd

Third, as it was already mentioned, the calculation in secti y-ray spectral energy distribution at 1 GeV is predicted tabe
4 was performed for a rather moderate value of the injectitey r best a factoi.5 lower than at 1 TeV.
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