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ABSTRACT

Cassiopeia A (Cas A) supernova remnant shows strong radiation from radio to gamma-ray
bands. The mechanism of gamma-ray radiation in Cas A and its possible contribution to PeV
cosmic rays are still under debate. The X-ray imaging reveals an asymmetric profile of Cas
A, suggesting the existence of a jet-like structure. In this work, we propose an asymmetri-
cal model for Cas A, consisting of a fast moving jet-like structure and a slowly expanding
isotropic shell. This model can account for the multi-wavelength spectra of Cas A, especially
for the power-law hard X-ray spectrum from ~ 60 to 220 keV. The GeV to TeV emission from
Cas A should be contributed by both hadronic and leptonic processes. Moreover, the jet-like
structure may produce a gamma-ray flux of ~ 10~ 3erg cm™2 5! at ~ 100 TeV, to be examined
by LHAASO and CTA.

Key words: cosmic rays - ISM: individual objects (Cassiopeia A) - [ISM:supernova remnants
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1 INTRODUCTION

Supernova remnants (SNRs) are widely believed to be one of the
candidate accelerators of cosmic rays (CRs) up to TeV or even PeV
energy levels. The diffusive shock acceleration (DSA) mechanism
(Krymskii 1977; Bell 1978; Blandford & Eichler 1987) in SNR
shocks is expected to produce non-thermal particles following an
energy distribution of a power law. Given the supernova explo-
sion rate of ~3 per century in the Milky Way, a fraction 5-10% of
the SNR kinetic energy converted into CRs (Paglione & Abrahams
2012; Peng et al. 2016) can well account for the observed CRs.
The radiation mechanism for GeV-TeV gamma-rays from SNRs is
still under debate - it could be the leptonic processes, e.g., inverse
Compton (IC) scattering or non-thermal bremsstrahlung (NTB) by
cosmic ray electrons (CRe), or the hadronic processes via decay
of 7° which are created in proton-proton (pp) collisions. The high-
resolution gamma-ray observations combined with the broadband
modeling may help to solve the problem of radiation mechanism.

Cassiopeia A, a young (of age fy,c = 350 yr) SNR with abun-
dant multi-wavelength observations, has long been considered as
an very high-energy particle accelerator (Koo & Park 2017). Cas
A originated from a core-collapse Type IIb supernova explosion
(Krause et al. 2008) and the progenitor was possibly a red super-
giant (Chevalier & Oishi 2003). The distance of Cas A is estimated
to be 3.4+0.4 kpc (Reed et al. 1995).
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As a rare Galactic SNR, Cas A is bright in a broad spectrum
from radio to y-ray band. The radio observation of Cas A shows a
bright ring with a radius of ~1.7 pc (Bell et al. 1975; Braun et al.
1987; Kassim et al. 1995), and a faint plateau radio emission with
a radius of ~2.5 pc (DeLaney et al. 2014) suggests that there may
exist a reverse shock in Cas A. The SNR shock swept-up material is
estimated to be compatible with the ejected gas, so the shock of Cas
A could be in an intermediate evolution phase between the ejecta-
dominated and Sedov phases (Chevalier 1977; Longair 2011).

The X-ray observations of Cas A in 4-6 keV band show rim
structure of the forward shock wave (Gotthelf et al. 2001). The non-
thermal X-ray component in the forward shock can be explained by
synchrotron radiation of CRe with energy of ~40-60 TeV (Vink &
Laming 2003). Non-thermal hard X-ray emission from Cas A was
also reported from OSSE (40 - 120 keV, The et al. 1996), RXTE
(2 - 60 keV, Allen et al. 1997) and Suzaku observations (Maeda
et al. 2009). The emission of Cas A above 10 keV can be fitted by
a power-law model with a power-law index I' ~ 3.04 (Allen et al.
1997). NuSTAR reveals several hot spots in the interior of the Cas
A above 15 keV (Grefenstette et al. 2015). Based on the ten-year
data of INTEGRAL, Wang & Li (2016) showed the non-thermal
hard X-ray emission with a power-law index of I' ~ 3.1, which
does not show any sign of cutoff even up to ~ 220 keV.

The non-thermal X-ray features can reveal the characteris-
tics of the relativistic electrons, while the origin of y-rays is quite
controversial. The y-ray spectrum follows a power-law index of
1.9-2.4in GeV - sub TeV band (Abdo et al. 2010; Yan et al. 2013;
Saha et al. 2014), and the spectrum exhibits a break at ~ 1.7 GeV
(Yan et al. 2013; Ahnen et al. 2017). Aharonian et al. (2001) made
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a first detection in 1-10 TeV band by the HEGRA, with the photon
index of I' ~ 2.5, which was confirmed by MAGIC (Albert et al.
2007; Ahnen et al. 2017) and VERITAS (Humensky 2008; Acciari
et al. 2010; Kumar & VERITAS Collaboration 2015; Abeysekara
etal. 2020). MAGIC also reported a spectral cut-off energy at ~ 3.5
TeV (Ahnen et al. 2017), suggesting that Cas A may not be a PeVa-
tron at its present age. Moreover, the gamma-ray spectrum based
on recent VERITAS data implied that protons can be accelerated
up to ~ 6 TeV in Cas A (Abeysekara et al. 2020).

The emissions from radio to X-ray of Cas A are attributed
mainly to the synchrotron radiation. The GeV - TeV gamma-ray
spectrum could be produced by either pp collisions, or IC and NTB
by relativistic electrons. The one-zone model fails in explaining
the multi-wavelength spectrum of Cas A (Ahnen et al. 2017), es-
pecially for the hard X-rays in ~ 60 — 220 keV. Given the obser-
vational evidence for the reverse shock in Cas A (Gotthelf et al.
2001; Morse et al. 2004; Tanaka et al. 2008), a two-zone model
with both the forward and reverse shocks has been adopted for the
multi-wavelength emission from Cas A in previous works (Helder
& Vink 2008; Rho et al. 2008; Zhang & Liu 2019).

In the previous works on Cas A it is usually assumed that a
spherical shock is expanding into the medium with a velocity of
~ 5000 — 6000 km s~!. However, the X-ray imaging observations
suggested an asymmetrical explosion in Cas A (Hwang & Laming
2012; Hwang et al. 2004). The asymmetrical explosion scenario
was also supported by the **Ti emission line observed in Cas A
(Grefenstette et al. 2014; Wang & Li 2016). In this work, based
on observations, we put forward an asymmetrical model for Cas
A, including a spherical expanding shock (zone 1) and a jet-like
structure (zone 2). The main goal of the model is to explain the
broadband spectrum of Cas A from radio to y-rays, especially the
hard X-ray band, and investigate the particle acceleration in the jet-
like structure. In Section 2, we show the details of the model. The
results of multi-wavelength spectral fitting are shown in Section 3.
Finally we discuss implications of the model and draw conclusions
in Section 4. In the appendix, we make a brief calculation to show
why we do not consider the contribution of secondary electrons
from pp collisions in the spectral fitting.

2 ASYMMETRICAL MODEL

According to the X-ray observations (Hwang et al. 2004; Fesen
et al. 2006; Rest et al. 2011; Grefenstette et al. 2014; Wang & Li
2016), the explosion of Cas A should not be isotropic. Here we
propose an asymmetrical explosion model, as shown in Fig. 1, an
isotropic expansion component with a normal velocity, and a jet-
like structure with a higher expansion velocity.

The X-ray observation shows that the velocity of the jet-like
structure is ~ 14000 — 15000 km s~! (Fesen et al. 2006). However,
due to the projection effect, the true velocity should be higher, and
may even reach ~ 0.1¢ (Wang & Li 2016). In our model, we con-
sider two velocities for the two structures: v; = 5000 km s~! for
the spherical shock (namely zone 1); and v, = 30000 km s~! for
the jet-like structure (zone 2). The relation between the velocities
of the two components is v, = 6v;.

For both cosmic ray protons (CRp) and CRe, we assume that
their injection energy distributions generally follow the exponen-
tial cutoff power law form (ECPL), cc E~* exp(—E/E.y). The cut-
toff energy E., is the maximum energy that particles can be ac-
celerated. The acceleration timescale for particles in DSA depends
on the diffusion of particles in the shock (Drury 1983). Scaled to

zone 2

zone 2

Figure 1. The sketch of the asymmetrical expansion model. Zone 1 is the
isotropically expanding shock wave, and zone 2 is the jet structure driving
a fast shock wave.

Bohm limit diffusion, the acceleration timescale of particles with
energy E is
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acc ~ 1.1 103 accllg T <7 . (—) B 1
: XAV Y haeelle Tpey (mG) 10%cm s M

where 7, > 1 accounts for the uncertainty of the particle diffu-
sion relative to Bohm limit, 7, < 1 accounts for the anisotropic
scattering due to shock obliquity effect (Reynolds 2008), B, is the
upstream magnetic field of the shock front. It should be noted that
amplification of magnetic field in the shock can be triggered by the
stream instability caused by high energy particles. The magnetic
field can reach B2/87 ~ 107%pv* for downstream region of the
shock front (Volk et al. 2005), where p is the medium mass den-
sity, and B2/8m ~ 1073pv? for upstream region of the shock front
(Morlino & Caprioli 2012). Hereafter we assume B, = \/EBM and
B, = (v,/vy)B; for simplicity, where B, and B, denote the magnetic
field in zones 2 and 1 respectively.

The particle acceleration suffers from several factors, e.g., the
limit of the SNR age, the particle escaping and radiative cooling
timescales. For CRe, the synchrotron cooling timescale is given by
(Rybicki & Lightman 1986):

E \'(B,\"
wn ~ 1.3 %107 ( ) — 2
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where By, is the magnetic filed in the downstream region. The CRe
IC cooling timescale is given by (Rybicki & Lightman 1979):

-1 Uph -1 3
1TeV) (lchm‘3) ’ 3

where upy, is the radiation energy density, including the cosmic mi-
crowave background (7 = 2.7K, Ucyp =~ 0.26 eV cm™) and the
far infrared background (I’ = 100K, Ugr =~ 2 eV cm™). The
CRe bremsstrahlung cooling timescale is given by (Aharonian et al.
2004):

Tic = 7.8 x 10° yr(

n_H)_l ) )

e~ 4x107 (
o yr lcm™3
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where ny is the number density of background nucleus. Here we
take ny = 4 cm™>. For CRp, the pp energy loss timescale is given
by (Aharonian & Atoyan 1996):

-1
) Q

The shock should confine particles efficiently to maintain ac-
celeration, but high energy particles may escape upstream from
the shock. Defining the free escaping boundary as a distance xR
ahead of the shock front, where R is the SNR shock radius, and
k = 0.04 — 0.1 (Zirakashvili & Ptuskin 2008; Ellison & Bykov
2011), the escaping timescale, i.e., the time for particles to cross
the boundary, is then given as

E \U'( B )/ R
~ 9% 10* - (—) [ G 6
Tesc Y escllg 1TeV lﬂG lpC (6)

where fege = K274ec < 0.1, and B{, is the far upstream magnetic field.
For Cas A, we take R = 2.5 pc (Zirakashvili et al. 2014, references
therein), and B/ = 5 UG, typical for the interstellar medium.

Finally, the characteristic loss rate of particles with energy E
can be given by, for electrons, 1/tios = 1/7ic + 1/Tgyn + 1/Tpre +
1/7ese, and for protons, 1/t = 1/7p, + 1/7es, since the proton
radiation energy loss is negligible. The maximum particle energy
E,; can be determined by equating fyec(Ecy) = min{tioss(Ecut), fage -
For example, Fig. 2 shows all the timescales discussed above for
both isotropic and jet-structure shocks, in the case of model B (see
Table 1).

If the particles do not suffer strong energy loss, their energy
distribution downstream still follow the ECPL, where the particle
number per unity energy N(E) is described as

‘rppz6><107yr(1

NE) = A () " exp (~E/Ea). ™

E
1TeV
However, for high energy electrons, they may suffer strong
synchrotron and/or IC cooling (Bremsstrahlung cooling is negligi-
ble, see Fig 2), then the downstream electron energy distribution
deviates from the ECPL, and follow an exponential cutoff broken
power law form (ECBPL):

A(%)_a exp (=E/Ecw) E<E,

—a—1
A (%) b exp (~E/Ea). E > E,

N(E) = { ®

The break energy E, where a transition of the spectral in-
dex from —a@ to —a — 1 occurs can be determined by equating
1/twe = 1/Tic + 1/Tgyn, i€, Ep = 4(100uG/B;)*(350y1/tyge) TeV.
In the following modelling of Cas A, we will consider ECPL and
ECBPL for proton and electron distributions, respectively. We as-
sume that in the same zone the spectral indices of accelerated elec-
trons and protons are equal, a, = «a,, since the acceleration pro-
cesses for electrons and protons are expected to be the same. How-
ever the spectral indices in different zones may be different since
the acceleration process may change in different shocks.

3 MULTIWAVELENGTH SPECTRAL FITTING

Based on the model described in Section 2, we fit the observed
multi-band data using the public code naima'(Kumar & VERI-
TAS Collaboration 2015). We will adopt three models in the fitting:
Model A is a simple one-zone model for the emission region, i.e.,

I https://github.com/zblz/naima
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Figure 2. An example for different timescales in zone 1 (upper panel) and
zone 2 (lower panel) in model B. Shown are the acceleration (red solid line),
escaping (black solid line), IC cooling (orange dashed line), synchrotron
cooling (blue dashed line), bremsstrahlung cooling (pink dashed line), pp
energy loss (green dotted line) timescales, and the age of Cas A (black chain
line).

zone 1 in Fig 1; Model B is the two-zone model for the asymmet-
rical expansion, where the particle spectral indices and the elec-

tron to proton energy ratios W, /W, (W, = fleeV EN(E)dE, and

W, = flzev EN(E)dE are the electron and proton energies in the
shock, respectively) in the two zones are the same; and Model C
is same as Model B but allows the particle spectral index and elec-
tron to proton energy ratio to change between two zones. We take
NMace = 0.11, 7 = 2.2, and 7esc = 1.8 X 107 in the fitting. The pa-
rameter values in the fitting are presented in Table 1 for the three
models. We will neglect the secondaries from pp collisions con-
tributing to the multi-band radiation in Cas A (as evidenced in the
Appendix).

In Model A, we find that the downstream magnetic field is
well constrained. On the one hand, the soft X-ray data requires that
E, can not be too low, leading to an upper bound on By; on the
other hand, the magnetic field cannot be too low so that the IC
emission would overshoot the TeV y-ray data, which leads to a
lower bound on B,. These two competing factors indeed give a very
narrow range of By, and finally we get, from the fitting (see Fig. 3),
B, = 110uG in zone 1 (see Table 1).

However, it should be pointed out that, as obviously shown in
Fig. 3, Model A can well account for the data from radio to GeV-
TeV range, except for the hard X-rays. The synchrotron radiation
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Figure 3. The spectral fitting of the multi-band data for Cas A in Model A
(the one-zone model). The upper panel is the broadband fitting, the mid-
dle panel is the fitting residuals, and the bottom panel shows the zoom-in
of the X-ray range. The radio data are taken from Vinyaikin (2014), X-ray
data from INTEGRAL-IBIS (Wang & Li 2016) and Suzaku (Maeda et al.
2009), and y data from Fermi-LAT (Abdo et al. 2010), VERITAS (Humen-
sky 2008; Abeysekara et al. 2020), and MAGIC (Ahnen et al. 2017).

can account for the data up to ~ 60 keV and cannot well fit the hard
X-rays at ~ 60—220 keV. The excess in the hard X-rays may require
extra contribution in addition to the isotropic expanding shell.

Next, in Model B we consider the extra contribution of a jet-
like structure (zone 2). The parameters for zone 2 are sensitively
dependent of the hard X-ray data from ~ 60-220 keV obtained by
INTEGRAL-IBIS. The multi-band spectral fitting result of Model
B is presented in Fig. 4. Comparing the results in Figs. 3 and 4, the
emission from the jet-like structure (zone 2) in Model B can well
explain the hard X-ray data in ~ 60 — 220 keV (see the residuals in
Figs. 3 and 4).

As shown in Table 1, the non-thermal particle energy in zone 2
is much smaller than that in zone 1. The total energy of accelerated
electrons and protons in the shock is ~ 2.0 x 10°° erg. If the shock
converts a fraction 0.1 of the total kinetic energy into the acceler-
ated particles, the total kinetic energy is ~ 2 x 10°! erg for Cas A,
which is about twice as large as the conclusion of Willingale et al.
(2003).

For the y-ray emission, we find that given the magnetic filed
fixed at B; = 112uG, the hadronic process in zone 1 dominates
the radiation from 10® eV to ~ 10'° eV, but the leptonic process
in zone 1 becomes dominant above 10'° eV. It should be pointed
out that the dominant emission component in the GeV- TeV band
is produced in zone 1. Thus, the contribution of the protons in zone
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Figure 4. Same as Fig 3 but for Model B. The red lines present contribution
from zone 1, and green lines from zone 2.

2 to the GeV - TeV radiation is very small, and it is difficult to
constrain the parameters for protons in zone 2 in Model B.

Finally in Model C, since the isotropic shell and the fast jet
structure may work differently in particle acceleration, the two
zones may not have the same spectral index and W,/W, ratio. A
fitting result with harder spectral index in zone 2, @ = 2.1 in Model
C is shown in Fig. 5 and the parameter values are presented in Table
1.

From Fig. 5, we can find that the jet component may produce
a gamma-ray flux at the level of ~ 10~3erg cm™2 s!, which, al-
though has a negligible contribution to the GeV-TeV emission ob-
served by Fermi and VERITAS, dominates at >100 TeV. This is en-
couraging future LHAASO and CTA observations to test whether
the two shocks in zones 1 and 2 work differently, and whether Cas
A can be a PeVatron in the Galaxy.

4 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The physical origin of the non-thermal high energy radiation of Cas
A is still under debate. We proposed an asymmetrical model based
on the multi-band observations, consisting of a fast jet-like struc-
ture and a slow, isotropically expanding shell. Our model can well
explain the multi-wavelength data of Cas A from radio to gamma-
ray bands.

The synchrotron radiation from primary electrons is the main
contribution to the radio to hard X-ray emission in Cas A. The
radiation from the isotropic component exhibits a spectral devia-
tion at ~ 60 keV. The spectral fitting considering the cooling effect
of electrons put strong constraint on the magnetic field, resulting

MNRAS 000, 1-6 ()



Table 1. The parameter values for the multi-band spectrum fitting of Cas A.
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Model  zone  ByuG)  AJ(TeV™h)  A,(TeVh e @y Eecur(TeV)  Epeu(TeV) W (erg) Wylerg)  Ep(TeV)

A 112 48x10%  30x10% 247 247 25.0 27.6 37x10%  2.0x10% 32

B 1 112 45x10%  3.0x 107 247 247 25.0 27.6 34%x107  2.0x10°0 32

2 672 50x10%  33x10% 247 247 144 2440 38x10Y  22x10% 0.09

C 1 123 41x10%  30x10% 247 247 25.7 28.6 31x10°  2.0x10% 2.6

2 738 13x10%  1.4x10Y 2.1 2.1 137 2520 52x10%  2.5x10% 0.07
== PP_1 ©SYN.1 == PP2 * SYN_2 == Total W, /W, ratio and the particle spectra are set to be the same for
—ct —-Bel —lc2 —-Bre2 zones 1 and 2 in Model B, but be flexible in Model C. Further-
107 more, Model B predicts a low flux, < 107!* erg cm™2 s7! around
o~ 1079 100 TeV, but Model C suggests that there may be a gamma-ray flux
£ 10710 of ~ 107!2 erg cm™2 s7! around 100 TeV, which can be reached by
T 10-11 LHAASQO’s sensitivity (Cao et al. 2021). The particle acceleration
E - is poorly understood. Given the different physical condition in the
3 10 isotropic and jet-like structure components, especially the very dif-
E 107 ferent shock velocities, the particle acceleration process may work
1071 differently. Future 100 TeV observations are helpful to resolve the

10-15 two models, and investigate the particle acceleration physics.

] The jet-like structure produces a soft X-ray flux much smaller
§ + than that from the isotropic component, and may be too dim to be
; 0 ooe 00 mmen g scunan s st e R ARl oo detected by Chandra. The eRosita will observe X-rays up to 30 keV,
s with the sensitivity ~ 7 X 1073erg cm™' s7! and angular resolution

~ 10” from 2-8 keV, and ~ 10"erg cm™' 5! and ~ 45” from 8-30

107 104 10! 102 105 108 10m 10 keV (Predehl et al. 2021; Sunyaev et al. 2021). However, the jet

Energy (eV) structure produces an X-ray flux below the sensitivity of eRosita

107 from 8-30 keV, so that eRosita would be difficult to distinguish the

_ jet structure. Moreover, one does not expect to see filaments asso-

N‘E 1010 ciated with the jet produced shock, unless the light of sight is along
- the shock surface.

% 10-114 The maximum energy of particles accelerated in jet-like struc-

m ture is up to one hundred TeV for electrons, and around PeV for

N% 10-124 protons. However, it is possible that the jet may only consist of

“ fast-moving knots, which generate bow shocks. According to Fe-

10-13 sen et al. (2006), the knots can still produce electrons that account

Energy [eV]

Figure 5. Same as Fig. 4 but for Model C where the particle injection
spectral index differs between zone 1 and 2.

in B; ~ 110uG in zone 1. Previous observations suggest that the
hard X-ray emission is dominated by some bright knots with a dif-
ferent spectral index from the outer filaments (Grefenstette et al.
2015), which is consistent with Model C in that the two zones have
different spectral indices. In addition, we note that if the veloc-
ity of jet-like structure is high enough (~ 0.1 c), the jet compo-
nent in Model C may generate sub-PeV gamma-rays with a flux of
~ 10713 erg cm™2 57! around 100 TeV which could be detected by
LHAASO and CTA.

We argue that one-zone model fails in fitting the hard X-rays
in ~ 60-220 keV, which could be contributed by the jet-like com-
ponent. Alternatively, the hard X-rays could be explained by the
reverse shock (Zhang & Liu 2019), but different from our fitting
results, the main contribution in hard X-ray bands of 60 — 220 keV
is bremsstrahlung process in the reverse shock assumption while
our model indicates that the main contribution in hard X-rays is the
synchrotron process of zone 2.

Both Model B and C work well in fitting the GeV-TeV data
of Fermi, VERITAS and MAGIC, however the particle acceler-
ation works differently between them. As shown in Table 1, the

MNRAS 000, 1-6 (-)

for the X-ray data in our model. If the particles can be well con-
fined in the bow shock and get accelerated, then the available ac-
celeration time is the dynamical time of the knots, ~ R/ Vj,o, where
R ~ 0.1 -1 pc is the distance of the knots away from the explosion
center. In this case, the maximum energy of accelerated particles is
same as a jet, Eyax ~ 1.2PeV(R/0.1pc)(Vinor/0.1¢)(B,/600uG), so
these fast-moving knots could accelerate protons to the PeV range.

In summary, the asymmetrical model with jet-like structure
can well fit the hard X-ray spectrum from ~ 60 keV to 220 keV. The
current observations and model fittings still cannot confirm whether
Cas A is a PeVatron or not. The present and future instruments, e.g.,
LHAASO and CTA, are encouraging to solve the PeVatron mystery
in the Galaxy (Cao et al. 2021).
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APPENDIX A: ESTIMATION OF SECONDARY
ELECTRON RADIATION

In order to study the possible contribution by radiation of the sec-
ondary electrons (including positrons) from pp collisions, we con-
sider an extreme case that all the y-rays from Cas A are produced
by pp collisions. The jet-like component is also considered. The
spectral fitting results in the GeV-TeV band with only hadronic pro-
cesses are shown in Fig. A1 and Table Al.

To calculate the products of secondary electrons from pp col-
lisons, we adopt the cparamlib package?(Kamae et al. 2006). The
spectrum of secondary electrons should show a break due to the
cooling effect(Longair 2011). Because the synchrotron cooling is
much stronger than the other cooling processes for electrons in our
case, we only consider the synthrotron cooling here. Since the syn-
chrotron radiation of secondary electrons are strongly influenced
by the magnetic field, we consider two cases: we take B; = 200uG
and B, = 1200 uG for zone 1 and 2 respectively in Model Al; and
1000uG and 6000uG in Model A2, very extreme in SNR shocks.
The energy spectra of the secondary electrons and their synchrotron
radiation are shown in Fig. A2. We can see that the radiation of
secondary electrons is very low compared with the observed X-ray
flux, and has no influence on our multi-wavelength fitting results.

2 https://github.com/niklask/cparamlib
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Table Al. The fitted parameters of pp collisions.

An asymmetrical model for Cas A

zone  Ay(TeV))  a,  Epau(TeV) W (erg)
1 15x 109 2.1 9.0 2.0x 100
2 13x107 21 1944.0 23x10%
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Figure A2. The secondary electron energy distibution (upper panel) and
their synchrotron radiation spectrum in comparison with the X-ray data
(lower panel). Dashed and solid lines represent model Al and A2, respec-
tively. Red and green lines represent the radiation from zone 1 and 2, re-
spectively.
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