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Abstract

The Fermi bubbles are gigantic gamma-ray structures in @lax@. The physical origin of the bubbles is still
under debate. The leading scenarios can be divided into &egories. One is the nuclear star forming activity
similar to extragalactic starburst galaxies and the otheéhé past active galactic nucleus (AGN) like activity of
the Galactic center supermassive black hole. In this papeipropose that metal abundance measurements will
provide an important clue to probe their origin. Based onnaps spherically symmetric bubble model, we find
that the generated metallicity and abundance pattern dfithbles’ gas strongly depend on assumed star formation
or AGN activities. Star formation scenarios predict highmatallicities and abundance ratios of [O/Fe] and [Ne/Fe]
than AGN scenarios do because of supernovae ejecta. Fudherthe resultant abundance depends on the gamma-
ray emission process because different mass injectioartastare required for the different gamma-ray emission
processes due to the acceleration and cooling time scalesnethermal particles. Future X-ray missions such as
ASTRO-H andAthena will give a clue to probe the origin of the bubbles throughradance measurements with their
high energy resolution instruments.
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1. Introduction etal., 2014).
In either case, the huge energy content of the bubbles an or-

The Fermi bubbles are gigantic gamma-ray structures eder of 10°4-5% ergs (Su et al., 2010; Ackermann et al., 2014)
tending~ 50° north and south of the Galactic center (GC3hould be explained as well. A fundamental question on the
with a longitudinal with~ 40° (Dobler et al., 2010; Su et al., bubbles is what powers the bubbles. Theoretically, twoacen
2010; Ackermann et al., 2014). Structures roughly cointideios are proposed as the origin of the bubbles. Those are nu-
with the gamma-ray bubbles are known in X-rays (Snowdetear star-formation activity (e.g. Crocker & Aharoniaf]12;
et al.,, 1997; Bland-Hawthorn & Cohen, 2003), microwav€arretti et al., 2013; Lacki, 2014) and past active galautic
(Finkbeiner, 2004; Dobler & Finkbeiner, 2008; Ade et al¢leus (AGN) activities of Sgr A* (e.g. Cheng et al., 2011,
2013), and polarized radio (Carretti et al., 2013). Pastities Zubovas et al., 2011; Guo & Mathews, 2012; Mou et al., 2014;
of our Galaxy is believed to generate these structures.wgio Yang et al., 2013). Although a jet-like structure in the bub-
latitudes|b| < 20°, an additional gamma-ray emission compaobles was previously reported (Su & Finkbeiner, 2012), which
nent is reported in the bubbles (Hooper & Slatyer, 2013)sThsupported the Sgr A* jet scenario, that structure was not con
component would originate in millisecond pulsars or arathi firmed in the latest analysis (Ackermann et al., 2014). Gtrre
tion of dark matter particles rather than past activitieoof et al. (2013) has argued that the nuclear star formatiom-acti
Galaxy (Hooper & Slatyer, 2013), although the latest analysty scenario is favored based on the polarization measureme
of the bubbles does not find that component because of a lakmvever, the measured polarization features have beee@rgu
systematic uncertainty (Ackermann et al., 2014). to be also reproduced by the AGN jet scenario (Yang et al.,

Gamma-ray emission of the bubbles is thought to be supa13). Other probes are necessary to investigate the arfgin
plied by leptonic or hadronic processes, namely the invergbe bubbles.
Compton scattering of interstellar radiation field and the-c ~ Kataoka et al. (2013), Tahara et al. (2015), and Kataoka et al
mic microwave background by electrons (e.g. Cheng et g2015) have recently carried out X-ray observations of the b
2011; Mertsch & Sarkar, 2011; Lacki, 2014) or the hadronies using the X-ray Imaging Spectrometers (XIS) onboazd th
clear process of protons (and ions) colliding with ambieag g Suzaku X-ray satellite. The observed diffuse X-ray emission
in the bubbles (e.g. Crocker & Aharonian, 2011; Thoudarshows the existence &fl" ~ 0.3 keV thermal plasma which
2013; Fujita et al., 2013). Both models can explain the mis slightly hotter than the surrounding Galactic Halo (Gldsg
crowave and gamma-ray data, although additional primaFfghara et al. (2015) have further found the possible existen
electrons or reacceleration of secondary leptons may be 0£0.7 keV plasma is indicated in the northern cap region tvhic
quired in the hadronic scenario (Fujita et al., 2014; Ackanm is seen in the all sky map of thionitor of All-sky X-ray Image
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(MAX]I). They found the expansion velocity of the bubbles a& Heckman, 2009).

~ 300 km s~ lower than most of previously proposed mod- The elemental abundancg ., of an element in the out-
els (e.g. Cheng et al., 2011; Zubovas et al., 2011; Mertschflaw, i.e. the elemental mass fraction against the total dxasy
Sarkar, 2011; Guo & Mathews, 2012; Lacki, 2014). This ven the outflow gas, is

locity is supported by the measurement of the X-ray absompti

line toward 3C 273 whose sightline passes through the neigh- x, i cjectalMojecta + XirsmMism

,out —

borhood of the bubbles (Fang & Jiang, 2014). Moreover, Fox Mejecta + Mism
et al. (2014) reported two high-velocity metal absorptiome X ejecta+ (B — 1) X, 18m
ponents at -235 and +235 km/s using the spectrum of a quasar = 3 ) 1)

whose sightline passes through the bubbles. _ )

In this paper, we propose X-ray abundance measurement¥/#f"€Xi.cjecta @ndX; 11 i the abundance of the element in
the bubbles will provide a unique key to identify their origi € €i€cta and in the ambient ISM, respectively. Hereinafte
because the distributed elemental abundances dependds i€ 8SSUMEX; isv = Xio (see e.g. Uchiyama et al., 2013;
of ejecta and mass loading factor of ambient gas. The regidgkashima etal., 2013, and references therein).
of the bubbles was initially filled with the low metal GH gas, NOW we are interested in the abundance distribution in the
In the star forming activity scenarios, the bubbles areuped bubbles._ For the sake of simplicity, we assume a spherically
by the elements produced by supernovae (SNe) whose abgylimetric bubble model. Andl\éve also simply assume the GH
dances are different from that in the interstellar mediugp(). 9aS had a distribution gfg ocr™= before the bubbles formed.
On the other hand, in the AGN wind scenario, the abundarfcéhough the GH gas distribution has been under debate (see
of the wind would be the same as the ambient ISM which af:9- Yao et al., 2009; Miller & Bregman, 2013; Sakai et al.,
cretes onto the Sgr A*. The resultant abundance distrihutio 2014, for detﬂlf)' recgnt measurements)MVl-Ne/vton Sug-
the bubbles is expected to be different between the AGN wig§Stecu o= atr 7 0.35 kpc (Miller & Bregman, 2013).
and star forming scenarios. We also argue prospect forgutdf€ adiabatic index of the gas is set tod)8. We adopt the
X-ray observations. We adopt solar abundances reportedSff-similar solution for the hydrodynamical evolution the

Asplund et al. (2009). Thus, the solar metallicity is set ¢o 92 (See e.g. Mihalas & Mihalas, 1984; Ostriker & McKee,
Z ~ 0.0134 rather than classical value &, ~ 0.02 (Anders 1988). Depending on the material injection history, theiltes

& Grevesse, 1989). ing matter distribution qlifffers_ (see e.g. Fig. 2in _ijitaadat

In this Letter, we do not consider the the AGN jet scenarig?13)- Instantaneous injection leads the gas mixing betwee
The interior of the bubbles formed by jets would be pollute@utflow and the GH gas inside of the shock radilis,(, while
by metals of the jet itself. The Kelvin-Helmholtz instabjli € continuous injection leads a compressed GH gas between
is expected to be suppressed even with low level of viscosH}f Shock and the contact discontinuity/at = 0.84 Ry, and
(Guo etal., 2012). As the jets push the GH gas away, the mef@ly outflow gas exists behinfl.. The metal abundance in
mixing with the GH gas would not efficiently occur in the jet_the bul_ables will be given as follows. Instantaneous ingacti
induced bubbles. However, the jet composition is highly uf&S€ gives

certain. Although pure pair jet models are excluded fordlaz Xi,out Mout bwind +Xi.cu Man (r < Ran)
(Sikora & Madejski, 2000) and pairs may not survive the an- X; rp = Mot twina+Man = "tsh (2)
nihilation in the inner, compact and dense regions (Ceébotti Xicn (r > Ran),

Ghisellini, 2008), there is still room for pairs in the jegded \hijle continuous injection case gives

on the energetics arguments (Sikora et al., 2005). Moreover

iron emission lines are observed in the jet of the Galactic mi x, ., — { Xiout (1< Rea) 3)
croquasar SS 433 (Migliari et al., 2002). ’ Xicu (r> Rea),

) ) ) whereX; rg is the abundance of an elemérih the bubbles,
2. Metal Enrichment in the Fermi Bubbles twina IS the time scale where the wind is activ; ¢y is the
. ) . . abundance of the element in the GH, anld .y is the swept-up
To consider the metal enrichment in the bubbles, first WgH gas mass. The latter case is analogous to that in the wind of
consider the metallicity in the outflow. We follow the desgeri the starburst galaxies (e.g. Strickland & Heckman, 200%. W
tions in Strickland & Heckman (2009), which discussed th§etXi,GH = 0.45X; o (Miller & Bregman, 20149, although
outflow in the nearby starburst galaxy M 82. The net magge GH gas metallicity is still uncertain (see also Sakailet a
qutflow rate from the GCis described a$,uc = Mejecta + 2014, claiming solar metallicity).
Migm = Mejecta, WhereMejecr is the ejected mass outflow  From theSuzaku observations, the shock radius is indicated
rate from the origin to the bubbled/isy; is the loaded ISM at around10 kpc from the GC (Kataoka et al., 2013). The
mass rate, ang is the mass loading factor. f = 1, no ISM swept-up halo gas mass is estimated~as.2 x 108M, us-
gas is loaded. Given the star formation rate (SFR) and initg the sphericals model (Miller & Bregman, 2013), while
tial mass function (IMF), the ejected mass outflow rate is estve assume the gas distribution follows? for the simplic-
mated. Then, by comparing with the required total mass outly. Once the abundances of the ejecta, the mass outflow rate,
flow rate for the formation of the bubbles, the mass-loadirige timescale of wind activity and the mass loading facter ar
factor is determined. For the nearby starburst galaxy MIg2, t
mass loading factor is in the rangelo$ < 8 < 2.5 (Strickland

We renormalize the reported value based on Anders & Gre\(@889) to
the latest solar abundance based on Asplund et al. (2009).
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Table 1. Model Parameters for Metal-Enriched Outflows

Origin Star formation AGN wind AGN wind
Emission Leptonic Hadronic Leptonic Hadronic
Reference Lacki (2014)  Crocker etal. (2014) Mou et al. (3014 Zubovas et al. (2011)
SFR [Mg/yr] 0.1 0.1 - -
IMF model Salpeter (1955) Kroupa (2001) - -
IMF ranges 0.1-100 M 0.08-150 M, - -
My [My/yr]  0.02 0.1 0.02 0.08

2.0 6.3 b -b
ZvB/Zo 5.3 2.2 1.0° 0.45
XrerB/Xpe,o 2.5 1.3 1.0 0.458!
[O/Fe] 0.49 0.3C 0.0¢ 0.0¢
[Ne/Fe] 0.58 0.3¢ 0.0¢ 0.0

a: This is required only fore 5 x 10 yr at~ 6 Myr ago (Zubovas et al., 2011).

b 3 does not affect results aSSUMIAG cjecta = Xi,15M (S€€ the details in the text).

¢: Expected values behind the contact discontinuity,. At larger radii, it will be the value of the GH gas.
d: Expected values in the bubbles elsewhere.

given, we can calculate the abundance distribution of the buMe assumed the fraction of HNe to whole SNgy = 0 for
bles from Egs. 1, 2, and 3. M < 20Mg andepyn = 0.5 for M > 20M, (Kobayashi et al.,
In the nuclear star formation scenario, stars distribuée e2006; Nomoto et al., 2006).
ments through SNe and stellar winds (SWs). We assume alFollowing Eq. 4,Xge cjecta fOr the Salpeter IMF with the
stars have the solar abundances, since we ass(ima; = mass range of 0.1-1QW, is 4.0 X . In the nearby star-
Xi - In this paper, we neglect the yields of SWs, which malyurst galaxy M 82, its outflow is predicted to ha¥ee ejecta ~
be crucial for light elements. We do not discuss the H-bugnib Xr. o (see e.g. Strickland & Heckman, 2009), although the
products below. The contribution of SWs to yields of heaviexsssumed IMF and yields are different.
elements is expected to be small for stars having solar abunin the case of past AGN-like activities of Sgr A*, the sit-
dances even taking into account rotation (e.g. Hirschi et alation is different. The ejecta abundances reflect the accre
2005). Nomoto et al. (2006) provide the yields from variouson disk abundances which are the same as the ISM abun-
mass core-collapse SNe and hypernovae (HNe) whose exmlances. Thus, we Sef; sjecta = Xi1sm = X; o in the AGN
sion energy is>, 1052 ergs (Nomoto et al., 2006). The starsdisk wind scenarios. Eq. 1 implies that the yield of the out-
having mass of-25-140M, in the main-sequence stage colflow is X; ..+ = X, . The mass loading factor does not affect
lapse to form a black hole. If the black hole has little angulaesults in the AGN disk wind scenarios.
momentum, little mass ejected. However, if the black hote ro In this paper, we consider the leptonic star formation (SF)
tates, the black hole eject matter through jet and it would Iseenario (e.g. Lacki, 2014), the hadronic SF scenario (e.g.
observed as a HN (Nomoto et al., 2013). Crocker & Aharonian, 2011), the leptonic AGN wind (AW)
We estimate the the SN ejecta abundances as folloseenario (e.g. Mou et al., 2014), and the hadronic AW scenari
(Nomoto et al., 2006). Given the IMB(M)dM, the IMF- (e.g. Zubovas et al., 2011). The model parameters are summa-
integrated yields normalized by the total mass of ejected nrized in Table. 1. As described below, we adopt the contisuou
terials are as follows (Nomoto et al., 2006; Tominaga et alnjection case for the first three scenarios, while we adogt t
2007Y- instantaneous injection case for the hadronic AW scenario.
Mias For the leptonic SF scenario, we adopt the fiducial model
X mein i, 5N (Mej 5w [M]) Mej sn (M) (M) dM arameters in Lacki (2014). They take the Salpeter initial
pejecta Muax (V- o [M] + M sw|M])o(M)dM  mass function (Salpeter, 1955) ranging 0.1-100 with the
Mumin ej, ej, . = .
) _ ) continuous SFR of 0.8/, yr~'. The mass outflow rate is
where X cjecta iS an integrated mass fraction of an elemer@_OZM@ yr—1 with 3 of 2.0.
i, Xjsn is mass fraction of linearly interpolated between  For the hadronic SF scenario, we adopt Crocker et al. (2014)
nearest models of Nomoto et al. (2006) as a function of gjhere they adopt the Kroupa initial mass function (Kroupa,
ejected mass),; sy is an ejected mass by a SNicj sw IS 2001) ranging 0.08-150/, with the continuous SFR of
an ejected mass by SWs, and is the mass of a main se-g.1 7, yr—! (Crocker, 2012). The mass outflow rate is set to
quence starMin and My, is the minimum and maximum pe 0.11/,, yr—!. The mass-loading factor is estimated as fol-
mass of stars, respectively. Following Nomoto et al. (200Gpws. Given the SFR and IMF, the SN+SW ejected mass out-
We assumé/ < 10Ms andM > 50M, stars do not yield any fjow rate i50.016 Mo, yr—'. Then,8 = Myina/Mejecta = 6.3

materials, i.e.Mej sn(M < 10Mg) = Mej sn(= 50Me) = 0. assuming all the ejecta materials are injected into the lesbb

2 InNomoto et al. (2006), the IMF-integrated yields are ndineal by the to- (CrOCker’ 2012)'.
tal amount of gases forming stars. Since we are interesttiabundance  FOr the leptonic AW model, we adopt the run A of Mou et al.

in the ejecta now, we adopt the Eq. 4 in this Letter. (2014). They assume a radiative inefficiency accretion fbw,
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2 x 103 times higher accretion rate than present value motivatbd zero at elsewhere for the hadronic AW scenario. We note

by Totani (2006) whose model can nicely explain various aixat the solar abundance ratio corresponds to zero. Thus, AW

pects of the GC observables by past Sgr A* activity (see Totascenarios give the value of zero. [Ne/Fe] also give the aimil

2006, for details). The accretion disk wind has the contirsuoresults as in [O/Fe], but [Ne/Fe] will be 0.58 and 0.38 for the

mass outflow for 12.3 Myr. leptonic SF scenario and the hadronic SF scenario behind the
For the hadronic AW model, we adopt Zubovas et al. (201tpntact discontinuity.

which assume an Eddington accretion wind but blowing only We also perform spectral simulations &8TRO-H3. Figure.

for twina ~ 5 x 10* yr at ~ 6 Myr ago. The mass outflow 1 shows the simulated spectrum of the bubbles with 200 ks ex-

rate from the GC region is terminated in other epochs. Sinpesure for the Soft X-ray spectrometer (SXS) onbds#tRO-

the mass injection occurs for short time scale comparingeo tH. Three components are included. Those are the bubbles, the

age of the bubble, the hadronic AW model can be regardiettal hot bubble, and the cosmic X-ray background following

as the instantaneous injection. As described in Zubovak etkataoka et al. (2013); Tahara et al. (2015). Since the fore-

(2011), the mass outflow rate+s8 x 10~2Myr—! duringthe ground GH gas component is not observed in the bubbles’ re-

Eddington phase. gion (Kataoka et al., 2013; Tahara et al., 2015; Kataoka.et al
2015), the GH gas componentis notincluded here. We assume
3. Results the same spectral parameters of the N-cap off region obderve

by Suzaku with the emission measure 0fl2 cm~° pc (Tahara
The expected metallicity, iron abundance, and abundancee& al., 2015) which is at the Galactic longitude of 355.5 deg

tios at a given radius are summarized in Table. 1. We note tlaad the Galactic latitude of 35.8 deg, but we set the tempera-
the observed values are integrated values on the line dfagghture of 0.3 keV and the metallicity @£45 Z, for the bubbles.
a function of the Galactic longitude and latitude. The migtal [O/Fe], and [Ne/Fe] of the bubbles are set to be zero, i.e. the
ity in the bubbles will be5.3 Z, 2.27,, andZ atr < R.q solar abundance ratios. This situation roughly correspdad
for the leptonic SF scenario, the hadronic SF scenario, laad the hadronic AW scenario. Under these assumptid85RO-
leptonic AW scenario, respectively. At> R.q, it will be the H/SXS can measure the metallicity of the bubblesZag =
GH gas metallicity. Therefore, as given in Eq. 3, the metal45™ (5, Z;, and the abundance ratios as [O/Repo ™) 15

licity in the bubbles would have a clear jump at the contagind [Ne/Fe]9.0070%%, where the errors represent 90% confi-
discontinuity at ~ 8 kpc from the GC for the continuous in- dence level. If more metals are contained, metallicity andha
jection cases. Because of the difference of the mass loadi#hce ratios are more precisely constrained because nfjsiro
factor, the hadronic SF scenario predict lower metallitiign |ine fluxes. Although precise determination of the metilic
the leptonic SF scenario does. Since we assumed that the AgMard, we can determine abundance ratios precisely throug
disk wind and the loaded ISM have the solar abundance, @ ASTRO-H observations. IASTRO-H/SXS observe higher
expected metallicity becomes;. For the hadronic AW sce- abundance ratios, it would strongly support the star fognaicr
nario, it will be kept at the GH gas metallicity level, 0.4%,, tivity scenarios as the origin of the bubbles. Moreovercise

at elsewhere. Although there is a small metallicity jumphat t determination of the abundance ratios will help us to distin

shock radius, that will be a factor af 0.5 % jump. Thisis guish the gamma-ray emission process of the bubbles.
because the injected gas amount.0 x 103 M, is relatively

smaller than the swept-up GH gas mass$.2 x 1080 . 4. Discussion and Conclusion
It is hard to distinguish models with current X-ray data

through metallicities, sinc@uzaku data have huge uncertain- |n this paper, we showed that measurements of abundances
ties in deriving metallicities due to low photon statistas®l its  in the bubbles will provide a unique clue to unveil their dmig
energy resolution. Further X-ray observations are requioe The metal enrichment in the bubbles strongly depends on the
unveil the origin of the bubbles through the abundance me&gibbles formation scenarios and their emission mechanisms
surements. Interestingly, future missions suchASSRO-H |t is sitill hard to determine the metallicities or abundanoé
(Takahashi et al., 2012) amthena (Nandra et al., 2013) will the bubbles with current X-ray instruments. Further dataeor
have high energy-resolution spectrometers, which maylenafure missions are required\STRO-H/SXS can achieve a fac-

us to study abundance ratios. Once elemental line emissigfsof 10100 times better energy resolution tiSmaku/X1S

are clearly measured, we can reliably determine the metalldo. Such high energy resolution will allow us to determine
ities and abundances in the bubbles. To compare with futujiges and their ratios. Based on the spectral simulatiotyaisa
data, we also evaluate the iron abundance and the abundaRgERO-H/SXS will clearly detect line emissions. If high abun-
ratios which are the logarithm of the ratio of abundances-coance ratios are obtained BSTRO-H/SXS measurements, it
pared to the solar abundance ratio. The iron abundance in {{i# strongly support the star forming scenario as the origi
bubbles behind the contact discontinuity will B8 Xr. o, the bubbles. Moreover, precise measurement of the abuedanc
1.3 Xre,0, Xre,o for the leptonic SF scenario, the hadronic Skatios will enable us to investigate the gamma-ray emission

scenario, and the leptonic AW scenario, respectively. T i process. Furthermore, future X-ray missiathena (Nandra
abundance in the hadronic AW scenario will be 0X%, ¢ at
elsewhere. The abundance ratio of [O/Fe] behind the conticResponse  files  are  taken  from http://astro-h.
discontinuity will be 0.49, 0.30, and O for the leptonic SEsc | °27" %% 3p\;\;;eSezggstersézz“égff&gg;jﬁof intallpxl.arf.gz
nario, the hadronic SF scenario, and the leptonic AW scenari for ARF,  ahsxs7evbasefilt20090216 rmf.gz  for RMF, and

while it will be 0O for all models at larger radii. It will alSO  sxsnxb.7ev.201102111Gs.pha.gz for background files.
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o Fermi Bubbles ] pointing X-ray observations. Furthermore, the currena)(-r
Vi o t C 1 H H
Fexvi Coemic X-ray Background spectra of the bubbles are well described by a single tempera

0.1

ture model (Kataoka et al., 2013; Tahara et al., 2015; Kataok
et al., 2015), although stacking analysis of the northem ca
region indicates possible existence of another 0.7 keVhmdas
(Tahara et al., 2015). WitASTRO-H/SXS, we can observa-
tionally distinguish another temperature component by -com
paring the temperature based on single temperature sifitctra
and that based on line ratios in each field.

Neix Nex

Counts s™! keV-!
001

. N I Non-thermal X-ray emission may underlie the thermal com-

= f Vo "u_ - R T ponent as non-thermal emission is observed in radio and

e 0'_*6 Lo T e 2 gamma-ray. Significant contribution of non-thermal enassi
Energy (keV) may be crucial for deriving abundances. Kataoka et al. (013

observationally constrained the non-thermal flux assediat
Fig. 1. SimulatedASTRO-H/SXS spectrum of the Fermi bubbles with  with the bubbles as< 9.3 x 1072 ergcm ™2 s~ ' st~ ! in the
200 ks exposure. The data represents the expected perfzenign _ [P [P ;
SXS, while the black, red, blue, and purple curve represeats 2b10 ke:j/ %nergyl I‘f?.ngelr\r/]VhICh I.S r;legllglblehcompla>r(|ng toﬂthe
tributions from all components, the Fermi bubbles, the lldwat observed t erm_a ux. eoretically, non-thermal X-rayk _u
bubble, and the cosmic X-ray background. We assume the spec- of the bubbles is eXpeCted to be less than the observational

tral parameters of the N-cap off region observed Suzaku with upper limit through multi-wavelength spectral modellirsgé
the emission measure 6f12 cm ™S pc (Tahara et al., 2015), but e g. Kataoka et al., 2013; Ackermann et al., 2014; Fujitd.et a
we set the temperature of 0.3 keV and the metallicity0of5 Z, 2014)

for the bubbles. [O/Fe], and [Ne/Fe] of the bubbles are set to . .
be zero, ie. the solar abundance ratios. If more metals ex- V€ do not take into account the yields of Type la supernovae

ist in the bubbles, the stronger line emissions are expectte (SNe la) considering the uncertainties of the SNe la rate in
position of the each line elements are indicated in the figure  the GC which is not observationally well constrained. SNe la
are the thermonuclear explosions of accreting white dveards
et al., 2013) will have similar instrument but with higher-enproduce Fe and little—elements (e.g. lwamoto et al., 1999). It
ergy resolution and larger effective area. These futureX-ris known that the cosmic SNe la rate is a factor of 3—10 lower
missions will enable us to understand the origin of the begblthan the cosmic core-collapse SNe rate (Horiuchi & Beacom,
through the elemental abundances in the bubbles. 2010; Horiuchi et al., 2011). SN la explosion occurs not $imu
For continuous injection models, we do not take inttaneously with star formation but delays. Delay time disgtri
account the thermal conduction effect. As hot outflow gdn (DTD) of SNe la is represented by a power-law form (see
exists behind the contact discontinuity, compressed gas ¢xg. Totani et al., 2008). By assuming a constant star forma-
be heated up by the thermal conduction and flow behitign history (SFH) and a power-law DTD, the expected SNe la
the contact discontinuity. The abundance of the gas behifade is~ 0.01 per century which is roughly consistent with
the contact discontinuity would be smaller than estimatethe estimate 00.03 4= 0.02 per century (Schanne et al., 2007)
The thermal conduction time scale is given &s,q ~ based on the empirical relation between the rate and the stel
103(n/4 x 1073 cm™3)(I7/1.6 kpc)?(KT /0.3 keV)~5/2  yr lar mass (Mannucci et al., 2005). The resultant iron abuecelan
(Kawasaki et al., 2002), whereis the gas density taken fromincreases by 2% and 20% for the leptonic SF scenario (Lacki,
Kataoka et al. (2013) is the thermal conduction length2014) and the hadronic SF scenario (Crocker, 2012), respec-
assumed to be the thickness of the compressed regiok;Andtively. We adopted the W7 model in lwamoto et al. (1999) for
is gas temperature set to be 0.3 keV (Kataoka et al., 2018%)e yields of SNe la and a power-law DTD following Yates
Since the age of the bubble is expected to be in the orderesfal. (2013). However, the SFRs in the nuclear bulge a6—
10 Myr for the leptonic SF and leptonic AW scenarios, thé0 Myr ago were about an order of magnitude lower than that
results will not significantly change. However, in the cage @t~ 1 Myr ago (Matsunaga et al., 2011). Taking into account
the hadronic SF scenarios, the age would be comparable totitie SFH, the iron abundance does not change for the leptonic
thermal conduction time scale. The actual abundance wo@# scenario, while it increases 2% for the hadronic SF sce-
be lower than that estimated in this paper. nario. Considering the uncertainties of futlk8TRO-H/SXS
We assumed that the interior of the bubbles is described mgasurements (sée 3), the metal enrichment by SNe la in
a single temperature. In nearby starburst galaxies, obderthe bubbles would be negligible comparing to abundance mea-
X-ray emitting gas is composed of multi-temperature plasnsairement uncertainties.
(Strickland et al., 2002). Single temperature modelling mea Abundances of stars and ISM in the GC region are assumed
sult in erroneous abundance measurement. Here, the phydiede the solar. However, those abundances in the GC are still
scale of the observed regions of the nearby starburst galaxinder debate. Various observations suggest that the GG-meta
extends to~ 3 kpc (Strickland et al., 2002), while that scale oficity is at least in the range of;, < Zgc < 27 (see the ap-
the Field-of-View (FoV) ofSuzaku/XIS andASTRO-H/SXS at pendix A of Crocker, 2012, for details), although their etam
the GC is~ 40 pc and~ 7 pc, respectively. The expected,q tal abundances are uncertain. If we ass@#g for ISM and
in the observable regions of the bubbles @yzaku/XIS and stars in the GC, the resulting metallicity behiRg, in the star
ASTRO-H/SXS becomes much shorter than the age of the bubrmation scenarios increases ¥0% comparing to the case
bles. Thus, single temperature models work for the bubbles fvith solar abundance progenitor stars. We adopt the yiedels d
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scribed in Portinari et al. (1998) which give the yields fars Mertsch, P. & Sarkar, S. 2011, Physical Review Letters, 107,
having up t2.5Z7,, while the yields for stars having Z, are 091101
not given in Nomoto et al. (2006). However, the effect of rhetdigliari, S., Fender, R., & Méndez, M. 2002, Science, 297,
enrichment from HNs are notincluded in this comparisoneinc 1673
those are not provided in Portinari et al. (1998). Mihalas, D. & Mihalas, B. W. 1984, Foundations of radiation
hydrodynamics
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