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ABSTRACT

We report the Fermi Large Area Telescope (Fermi-LAT) detection of the W-ray emission toward
the massive star forming region of Carina Nebula Complex (CNC). Using the latest source
catalog and diffuse background models, we found that the GeV W-ray emission in this region
can be resolved into three different components. The GeV W-ray emission from the central
point source is considered to originate from the [ Carina ([ Car). We further found the diffuse
GeV W-ray emission around the CNC which can be modelled by two Gaussian disks with radii
of 0.4◦ (region A) and 0.75◦ (region B), respectively. The GeV W-ray emission from both the
regions A and B have good spatial consistency with the derived molecular gas in projection
on the sky. The GeV W-ray emission of region A reveals a characteristic spectral shape of
the pion-decay process, which indicates that the W-rays are produced by the interactions of
hadronic cosmic rays with ambient gas. The W-rays spectrum of region B has a hard photon
index of 2.12±0.02, which is similar to other young massive star clusters. We argue that the
diffuse GeV W-ray emission in region A and region B likely originate from the interaction of
accelerated protons in clusters with the ambient gas.

Key words: cosmic rays – gamma-rays: ISM - open clusters and associations: individual:
CNC

1 INTRODUCTION

The origin of cosmic rays (CRs) in the Milky Way is still a

mystery. Supernova remnants (SNRs) have long been considered

as the main acceleration sites of Galactic CRs (Baade & Zwicky

1934). Moreover, growing evidence suggests that the young mas-

sive star clusters (YMCs) play an important role in accelerat-

ing Galactic CRs. Several such systems have been identified,

e.g., Cygnus cocoon (Ackermann et al. 2011; Aharonian et al.

2019), Westerlund 1 (Abramowski et al. 2012), Westerlund 2

(Yang et al. 2018), NGC 3603 (Yang & Aharonian 2017), 30 Dor

C (H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. 2015), RSGC 1 (Sun et al. 2020a),

W40 (Sun et al. 2020b), Mc20 (Sun et al. 2022), and NGC 6618

(Liu et al. 2022).

CNC is one of the most active and nearest massive star forming

regions in our Galaxy. It is located in the Carina spiral arm (Vallée

2014) with the distance of ∼2.3 kpc (Smith & Brooks 2007). It con-

tains 8 open clusters with more than 66 O-type stars, 3 Wolf-Rayet

(WR) stars, and the peculiar object of the Luminous Blue Variable

(LBV) [ Car (Smith 2008). Potential particle acceleration sites in

★ E-mail:xiaonasun@gxu.edu.cn

the CNC include massive binary systems (e.g., [ Car), massive star

clusters (e.g., Tr 14, 15, 16), and possibly some unrecognized SNRs

(Smith et al. 2000). The central region of CNC mainly consists of

the young star clusters Tr 14, 15, and 16. The northwestern part

of CNC contains prominent ionized hydrogen (H ii) region Gum

31 around the very young (∼1-2 Myr) stellar cluster NGC 3324,

and the oldest (∼8-10 Myr) cluster NGC 3293 (Göppl & Preibisch

2022; Preibisch et al. 2017). Tr 14 is one of the most extensively

studied young (∼1 Myr) massive clusters in our Galaxy. It con-

tains no less than 13 O-type stars, and its total mass is estimated

to be 1 × 104"⊙ (Ascenso et al. 2007). Tr 14 may be 1-2 Myr

younger than Tr 16 (Smith 2006), and is closer to its associated

molecular cloud than Tr 16 (?). Tr 16 includes 42 O-type stars. It is

well-known for the presence of [ Car, which is a massive, variable

star binary. [ Car is composed of a primary star (a LBV star with

more than 90"⊙) and a companion star (an O or WR star with

less than 30"⊙) (Hillier et al. 2001; Verner et al. 2005). Both stars

in [ Car have strong winds and high mass-loss rates. The stellar

mass-loss rate of the primary is ¤"1 ≈ 2.5 × 10−4"⊙ yr−1 with

terminal velocity of 500 km s−1 (Pittard & Corcoran 2002). The

companion star has a stellar mass-loss rate of ¤"2 ≈ 10−5"⊙ yr−1

and faster stellar wind with terminal velocity of 3000 km s−1

(Pittard & Corcoran 2002; Parkin et al. 2009). In colliding-wind
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binaries (CWBs) or YMCs, strong shocks produced by the inter-

action between their powerful stellar winds which interacts with

the interstellar medium likely accelerate particles to very high en-

ergy (Del Valle & Romero 2012; De Becker & Raucq 2013). X-rays

observations with NuSTAR (Hamaguchi et al. 2018) and W-rays ob-

servations (White et al. 2020) show that the accelerated particles

produce non-thermal emission through colliding with surrounding

gas.

The Astro-Rivelatore Gamma a Immagini Leggero (AGILE)

(Tavani et al. 2009) and Fermi-LAT (Abdo et al. 2009a) have de-

tected W-ray emissions from the direction of [ Car. Its W-ray

spectrum measured using Fermi-LAT can be described by two

different components with a division of 10 GeV. The high-

energy component is generally suggested to be the hadronic ori-

gin (Farnier et al. 2011; Reitberger et al. 2015; Balbo & Walter

2017; White et al. 2020). The origin of the lower-energy com-

ponent is still uncertain (Farnier et al. 2011; Gupta & Razzaque

2017; Balbo & Walter 2017; Ohm et al. 2015; White et al. 2020).

Recently, a point-like VHE W-ray source from the direction of [ Car

was detected by HESS. Its spectrum is described by a power-law.

(H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. 2020).

For GeV W-ray emission, [ Car is considered as a point-like

source. Until recently, White et al. (2020) found significant extended

W-ray emission around the [ Car, and they use a CO template of this

region to model the extended emission. Yang et al. (2018) analyzed

the origin of the W-ray emission from FGES J1036.3-5833 which

includes the regions of Westerlund 2 and CNC. FGES J1023.3-5747

(Ackermann et al. 2017) and HESS J1023-575 (Aharonian et al.

2007; H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. 2011) are the diffuse W-ray

emission seen from the vicinity of Westerlund 2 (Yang et al. 2018;

Mestre et al. 2021) which seem to indicate that the YMC Wester-

lund 2 can provide sufficient non-thermal energy to account for the

W-ray emission.

In this paper, we analyzed the W-ray emission toward CNC

taking advantage of more than 13 years of Fermi-LAT data, and

tried to study the possible origin of CNC W-ray emission. The paper

is organized as follows. In Sect.2, we present the data set and the

results of the data analysis. In Sect.3, we study the gas distributions

in this region. In Sect.4, we investigate the possible origin of the

W-ray emissions. In Sect.5, the CR content around this region is

discussed. Finally, In Sect.6, we discuss the implications of our

results.

2 Fermi-LAT DATA ANALYSIS

We selected the latest Fermi-LAT Pass 8 data around the CNC region

from August 4, 2008 (MET 239557417) until September 25, 2021

(MET 654297860), and used the standard LAT analysis software

package v11r5p3 1. We chose a 10◦× 10◦ square region centered

at the position of CNC (R.A. = 161.00◦ , Dec. = -59.55◦) as the

region of interest (ROI). The instrument response functions (IRFs)

P8R3_SOURCE_V3 was selected to analyze the events in the ROI of

evtype = 3 and evclass = 128. We also applied the recommended ex-

pression (DATA_QUAL > 0)&&(LAT_CONFIG == 1) to select

the good time intervals (GTIs) based on the information provided in

the spacecraft file. In order to reduce W-ray contamination from the

Earth’s albedo, only the events with zenith angles less than 90◦ are

1 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/software/
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Figure 1. Fermi-LAT counts map above 500 MeV in the 8◦ × 8◦ region

surrounding the CNC, with pixel size of 0.1◦ × 0.1◦ . All black pluses

represent the 4FGL-DR2 sources within the region. The black circle shows

the extended emission related to FGES J1036.4-5833. The green circle

shows the YMCs Westerlund 2. The crosses indicate the three point sources

4FGL J1045.1–5940, 4FGL J1048.5-5923, 4FGL J1046.7-6010 around the

CNC.

included for the analysis. We used the Python module that imple-

ments a maximum likelihood optimization technique for a standard

binned analysis 2.

In the background model, we included the recently released

Fermi-LAT 10-year Source Catalog (4FGL-DR2, Ballet et al. 2020;

Abdollahi et al. 2020) within the ROI enlarged by 5◦. The source

model file was generated using the script make4FGLxml.py3, and

all sources within 4.5◦ of center were set free. For the diffuse back-

ground components, we use the latest Galactic diffuse emission

model gll_iem_v07.fits and isotropic extragalactic emission model

iso_P8R3_SOURCE_V3_v1.txt4 with their normalization parame-

ters free.

First, we used the events above 500 MeV to study the spatial

distribution of the W-ray emission near CNC. The W-ray counts map

in the 8◦ ×8◦ region around CNC is shown in Fig.1. In our analysis,

we found a new source of which the TS and corresponding position

are (TS = 129; l = 285.29; b = 0.15). It is marked with green

cross in Fig.1. We find no counterpart for this new source in other

wavelengths. We put the new source in the spatial analysis model

with a power-law spectrum. In addition, Martí-Devesa & Reimer

(2021) found a new source (i.e. 4FGL J 1036.1-5934) identified

as the nova that occurred in March 2018 (Jean et al. 2018). This

new source is also included in the latest catalog. Thus, to prevent

contamination at the position of CNC from the emission of nova, we

excluded the data from MET 542636972 to 558588527. We note that

there are three 4FGL-DR2 catalog point sources: 4FGL J1045.1-

5940, 4FGL J1048.5-5923, 4FGL J1046.7-6010. 4FGL J1045.1-

5940 was identified as the massive binary [ Car.

2 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/scitools/python_tutorial.html
3 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/user/
4 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/access/lat/BackgroundModels.html
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2.1 Multi-point source model

To study the excess W-ray emission around CNC, we test several

different models. The tested models are summarized in Table.1. We

firstly determine a point source that used to model [Car binary stars.

To do that, we excluded these three point sources from our back-

ground model. We added a point-like source at the [ Car′s position

into our background model, and optimized the localization using the

gtfindsrc tool. The best-fit position of the excess above 500 MeV is

[RA = 161.30◦ , Dec = −59.70◦], with 2f error radius of 0.15◦. In

the later analysis, the point source at this position (source [ Car) will

be always included in the models and is used to represent the emis-

sion from [ Car. Our first model (model 1) use three point sources

(point source [ Car, 4FGL J1046.7-6010 and 4FGL J1048.5-5923)

to model the excess W-ray emission around CNC. Each point source

has a LogParabola spectral shape. We performed a binned like-

lihood analysis to derive the likelihood value (− log(L)) and the

Akaike information criterion (AIC, Akaike (1974)) value. The AIC

is defined as AIC = −2 log(L) + 2: , where : is the number of free

parameters in the model. The derived − log(L) and AIC for the

multi-point source model are -1265307 and -2530414, respectively.

2.2 Spatial template for two Gaussian disks

To further investigate the diffusion of the GeV W-ray emission, we

used a spatial template that consists of two regions (A, B). Each

region are modelled as a Gaussian disk and we varied the positions

and sizes of the disks to find the best-fit parameters. The significance

of the extended source is quantified by TSext = 2 log(Lext/Lps),

where Lext is the maximum likelihood for the extended source

model, and Lps for the point-like sources model (Lande et al. 2012).

For region A, we found that the W-ray emission of [ Car is very

strong. Hence, the added the center of Gaussian disk is set at above

best-fit position. The radius of the disk varies from 0.2◦ to 1◦ in

steps of 0.05◦. We used this Gaussian disks to replace the spatial

components of the two unassociated point sources: 4FGL J1046.7-

6010 and 4FGL J1048.5-5923 in the multi-point source model. The

likelihood ratio peak at the Gaussian disk template with a radius of

0.4◦ ± 0.02◦ can fit the W-ray excess for the central part of the CNC

(region A).

It was found that there exists extended residual W-ray emission

in the northwestern part of the CNC (region B) after this process.

Therefore, to find out whether the residual emission is extended

or not, we used a point-like source or a Gaussian disk to model

this residuals. The position of the added point source or the center

of the Gaussian disk is set to the peak position of the residuals.

The tested radius of the Gaussian disk varies from 0.2◦ to 1◦ with

a step of 0.05 for region B. In the above test, we find that the

Gaussian disks with the radii of 0.75◦ for the region B and 0.4◦ for

the region A (model 2) can best fit the data. The derived -log(L)

and AIC for this model are -1265580 and -2530978 , respectively.

We subtracted the 0.4◦ Gaussian disk and the 0.75◦ Gaussian disk

from the model 2 and derived the residual map shown in Fig.2.

The map revealed significant diffuse residuals in this region. In

the following subsections, we test different spatial models of these

diffuse emissions.

2.3 Spatial template for molecular hydrogen

To determine whether the extended GeV W-ray emission is corre-

lated with the gas distribution, we considered a spatial template of
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Figure 2. Residual map above 500 MeV near the CNC after subtracting two

Gaussian disks with a radii of 0.4◦ and 0.75◦ from the model 2. Details are

given in Sect. 2.2. The map has a size of 5◦ × 5◦ (0.1◦ × 0.1◦ pixelsize) and

has been smoothed with a Gaussian kernel of 0.9◦. The regions A and B is

marked with the red circles. The green crosses indicate the star clusters. The

yellow asterisk indicates the position of [ Car. The white contours show the

H2 column density derived in Sect. 3.

H2. For the H2 template, we use the Carbon monoxide (CO) com-

posite survey (see Sect. 3 for details) to produce. As shown in Fig.2,

the white contours represent the H2 distribution from the CO mea-

surements, which overlap well with the excess emission. We added

the H2 template (with a power-law spectrum) into the multi-point

source model to obtain our model 3. Through the binned likelihood

analysis, the derived -log(L) and the AIC for the H2 template are

-1265540 and -2530890, respectively.

2.4 Spatial template for molecular and ionized hydrogen

CNC contains one of the largest and most active H ii regions in our

Galaxy. The derivation for the details of the H ii distribution is given

in Sect. 3. We also note that the W-ray emission has good spatially

correlation with the H ii gas (see Sect. 3). Thus, we adopted a spatial

template considering H ii + H2 gases. We summed the column

density of H ii and H2 gases to generate the H2 + H ii template

with a power-law spectral shape. The H2 + H ii template is added

into the multi-point source model as a diffuse component (model

4). After performing the binned likelihood analysis, the derived -

log(L) and the AIC for the spatial model of H2 + H ii are -1265619

and -2531048, respectively.

2.5 Spatial template for two Gaussian disks and multi-point

sources

In the model 2, we removed the two point sources 4FGL J1046.7-

6010 and 4FGL J1048.5-5923 from the background and accounted

for the emissions close to CNC with extended components. Here

we further test the inclusion of both the extended components and

two point sources in the model (model 5). Thus, we added the two

4FGL point sources back into the model file based on the model 2.

Each point source has a LogParabola spectral shape. We find that

this model (multi-point sources + 0.4◦ + 0.75◦ Gaussian disks), can

explain the observational data best among the 5 models we have

MNRAS 000, 1–8 (2022)
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Table 1. Spatial analysis (>500MeV) results for the different models.

Model -log(L) TSext d.o.f. ΔAIC

Model 1 (multi-point sources) -1265277 - 93 -

Model 2 (0.4◦ Gaussian disk + 0.75◦ Gaussian disk) -1265580 606 91 -610

Model 3 (multi-point sources + H2 template) -1265540 526 95 -522

Model 4 (multi-point sources + H2 + H ii template) -1265619 684 95 -680

Model 5 (multi-point sources + 0.4◦ Gaussian disk + 0.75◦ Gaussian disk) -1265647 740 97 -732

considered. The derived -log(L) for model 5 is equal to -1265647,

and the AIC is equal to -2531100.

To compare the goodness of the fit in the different models, we

also calculated the ΔAIC, the AIC of the model 1 and the model

2-5. It is evident from Table 1 that the model with the two Gaussian

disks and multi-point sources provides the highest TSext value and

the minimum ΔAIC value. Therefore, in the following analysis, we

use the model 5 as the spatial template.

The derived photon index for 0.4◦ Gaussian disk above 500

MeV is 2.36 ± 0.01 and the total W-ray flux can be estimated as

(2.65 ± 0.02) × 10−8ph cm−2 s−1. Considering the distance of

about 2.3 kpc, the total W-ray luminosity is estimated to be (1.34 ±

0.01) × 1034erg s−1 above 500 MeV with the single power-law

spectrum. The photon index of 0.75◦ Gaussian disk is 2.12 ± 0.02

and the total flux is estimated as (1.97 ± 0.02) × 10−8ph cm−2 s−1,

corresponding to (9.95 ± 0.08) × 1033erg s−1 above 500 MeV. We

found that this model give the best log-likelihood value. We argue

these additional point sources may represent the contamination from

bright central source [ Car. In our following spectral analysis we

derive the spectral energy distributions (SEDs) of the two Gaussian

disks with and without the additional multiple point sources (model

2 and model 5), respectively. We found the results are consistent

with each other within error bars. And we include the difference as

systematic errors.

2.6 Spectral analyses

We used the best-fit spatial template as the spatial model of the

extended W-ray emission, and assumed a power-law spectral shape

to extract the SED. We divided the energy range 300 MeV-200

GeV into seven logarithmically spaced energy bins, and in each

bin the SED flux is derived via the maximum-likelihood method.

We calculated the upper limits within 3f for the energy bins with

a significance lower than 2f. Fig.3 shows the derived SEDs of

the regions A (black) and B (red). The dashed line represents the

predicted W-ray emissions assuming the CR density in regions A

and B, respectively. In the analysis, we estimated the uncertainties

of SEDs system due to the Galactic diffuse emission model and

the LAT effective area (Aeff) by changing the normalization by

±6% from the best-fit value for each energy bins, and considered

the maximum flux deviations of the source as the systematic error

(Abdo et al. 2009b).

3 GAS CONTENT AROUND CNC

We investigated three different gas phases, i.e., the H2, the neutral

atomic hydrogen (H i), and the H ii, in the vicinity of CNC region.

The H i data is from the data-cube of the H i 4c sur-

vey (HI4PI), which is a 21-cm all-sky database of Galactic H i
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10−10

ν 
F ν
 (e

rg
/c
m

2 /s
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B-predicted γ-rays
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Figure 3. SEDs of W-ray emission in the region A (black point) and region B

(red data) based on the model 5. The dashed curves represent the predicted

W-ray emission assuming the CR density in the two regions is the same as

those measured locally by AMS-02 (Aguilar et al. 2015). Both the statistical

and systematic errors are considered. For details, see the context in Sect. 2.6.

(HI4PI Collaboration et al. 2016). We estimated the H i column den-

sity using the equation,

#H i = −1.83 × 1018)s

∫

dE ln

(

1 −
)B

)s − )bg

)

, (1)

where )bg ≈ 2.66 K is the brightness temperature of the cosmic

microwave background radiation at 21 cm, and )B is the brightness

temperature of the H i emission. In the case when )B > )s − 5 K,

we truncate )B to )B − 5 K; )B is chosen to be 150 K. The derived

H i column map integrated in the velocity range ELSR = [−32, −5]

km s−1 (Seo et al. 2019; Rebolledo et al. 2021) is shown in the left

panel of Fig.4. We also use this range to integrate the line emission

of the CO in this velocity range.

We use the CO composite survey (Dame et al. 2001) to trace

the H2. The standard assumption of a linear relationship between

the velocity-integrated brightness temperature of CO 2.6-mm line,

,CO, and the column density of molecular hydrogen, # (H2), i.e.,

# (H2) = -CO × ,CO (Lebrun et al. 1983). -CO is the H2/CO

conversion factor that chosen to be 2.0 × 1020 cm−2 K−1 km−1 s

as suggested by Dame et al. (2001) and Bolatto et al. (2013). The

derived molecular gas column density is shown in the middle panel

of Fig.4.

CNC is one of the largest and most active H ii regions in the

Galaxy. To obtain the H ii column density we used the Planck free-

free map (Planck Collaboration et al. 2016). First, we transformed

the emission measure (EM) into free-free intensity by using the con-

version factor in Table 1 of Finkbeiner (2003). Then, we calculate

the H ii column density from the intensity (�a) of free-free emission

MNRAS 000, 1–8 (2022)



Fermi-LAT detection around the Carina Nebula Complex 5

165.6 163.3 161.0 158.7 156.4
RA---CAR

-61.9

-60.7

-59.5

-58.2

-57.0

DE
C-
-C
AR

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9
1e21

165.6 163.3 161.0 158.7 156.4
RA---CAR

-61.9

-60.7

-59.5

-58.2

-57.0

DE
C-
-C
AR

Region B
Region A

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

1e21

165.6 163.3 161.0 158.7 156.4
RA---CAR

-61.9

-60.7

-59.5

-58.2

-57.0

DE
C-
-C
AR

Region A

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.01e21

Figure 4. Maps of gas column densities in three gas phases. Left shows the map of H i column density derived from 21-cm all-sky survey. Middle shows the

H2 column density derived from the CO data. Right shows the H ii column density derived from the Planck free-free map assuming the effective density of

electrons =e = 10 cm−3. The white circles indicate the region A and region B, which is the same as the red circles in Fig.2. For details, see the context in Sect.3.

Table 2. Gas total masses and number densities within the region A and

region B. See Sect. 3 for details.

Tracer Region Mass (104"⊙) Number density (cm−3)

H2 + H ii A 5.54 + 4.31 231

H2 + H ii B 16.18 + 3.99 72

by using Eq.(5) of Sodroski et al. (1997),

#H ii =1.2 × 1015 cm−2

(

)e

1 K

)0.35 ( a

1 GHz

)0.1
(

=e

1 cm−3

)−1

×
�a

1 Jy sr−1
,

(2)

where a = 353 GHz is the frequency, and an electron temperature of

)4 = 8000 K. The H ii column density is inversely proportional to

the effective density of electrons =e. Thus, we adopted an effective

density 10 cm−3, which is the value suggested in Sodroski et al.

(1997) for the region inside the solar circle. The derived H ii col-

umn density is also shown in the right panel of Fig.4. We note

that the H ii gas distribution is similar to that of the YMCs NGC

3603 (Yang & Aharonian 2017) and W40 (Sun et al. 2020b). They

all have the W-ray emission region, which shows good spatial con-

sistency with the H ii column density. Moreover, several YMCs are

located here, i.e Tr 16, Tr 14, which had ionized the ambient media

in the CNC.

The total mass within the cloud in each pixel can be calculated

from the expression

"H = <H#H�angular3
2 (3)

where "H is the mass of the hydrogen atom, #H = #H ii + 2#H2
+

#H i is the total column density of the hydrogen atom in each pixel.

�angular is the angular area, and 3 is the distance of CNC. The

total mass in the GeV W-ray emission region is estimated to be

∼ 5.54 × 104 "⊙ for region A and ∼ 1.62 × 105 "⊙ for region B.

If we assume the GeV W-ray emission within both the regions A and

B are spherical in geometry, with the corresponding sizes of 0.4◦

and 0.75◦ . The radius can be estimated as AA,B = 3 × \A,B (rad),

and 3 is the distance to the objective region. The averaged over the

volume gas number density of region A is ngas = 231 cm−3, while

for region B, the values is ngas = 72 cm−3. Table 2 shows the gas

total masses and number densities within the region A and region

B.

4 THE ORIGIN OF GAMMA-RAY EMISSION

There is the massive binary [ Car in the center of region A. In

spatial analysis, we added [ Car in the background model as a

point-like source. PSR J1048-5832 is located about 1.2◦ away from

the center of the W-ray emission region (as shown in Fig.1), which

makes the association of the diffuse W-ray emission to this pulsar

unlikely (Danilenko et al. 2013). On the other hand, there are no

known SNRs inside this region.

4.1 Region A

White et al. (2020) found that the significant extended W-ray emis-

sion in this region, suggesting an additional component associated

with CRs interactions. In our case, the YMCs Tr 14 and Tr 16 are

the most promising sources of the CRs. Although we cannot rule out

the possibility that [ Car is the source of the CRs that produced the

diffuse W-ray emissions, we postulate here that those clusters may

be another natural acceleration site of the CRs. We used Naima5

(Zabalza 2015) to fit the SEDs. Naima is a numerical package that

allows us to implement different functions and includes tools to

perform Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) fitting of nonther-

mal radiative processes to the data. We note that the extended GeV

emission and the molecular hydrogen gas are spatially correlated.

Thus, we assume the W-rays are produced in the pion-decay process

from the interaction of the CRs with the ambient molecular clouds.

Because the low-energy data points are poorly constrained, we used

a broken power-law spectrum

# (�) =

{

�(�/�0)
−U1 : � < �b

�(�b/�0)
(U2−U1) (�/�0)

−U2 : � > �b

, (4)

to fit the GeV W-ray data. The derived SED is shown in Fig.5.

We treated A, U1, U2, �b as free parameters for the fitting. As

calculated in this section, the average number densities of the target

protons for regions A and B are 231 cm−3 and 72 cm−3 , respectively,

which are derived from the gas distributions in Sect. 3 consider H2

+ H ii. In Fig.5, we present the best-fitting results for region A.

The maximum log-likelihood value is -0.1. The derived parameters

are U1 = 0.9 ± 0.3, U2 = 3.2+0.7
−0.3

, �b = 21+4
−3

GeV and the total

energy is ,p = (1.11 ± 0.12) × 1048 erg for the protons above

2 GeV. The red dashed line in Fig.5 represents the predicted the

fluxes of W-ray emissions based on the H2 + H ii column density

5 https://naima.readthedocs.io/en/latest/index.html
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Figure 5. SED of emission in the region A for a 0.4◦ Gaussian disk spatial

model. The red dashed line represents the predicted W-ray emissions assum-

ing the CR density in this region is the same as those measured locally by

AMS-0.2 (Aguilar et al. 2015).

map in region A, assuming the CRs have the same as the local

measurement by AMS-02 (Aguilar et al. 2015). We found that a

significant CR enhancement in this region, which is predicted near

the CR acceleration site.

We also tested the leptonic scenario that the W-rays are gener-

ated via the inverse Compton (IC) scattering of relativistic electrons

off the low-energy seed photons around this region. For the photon

field of the IC calculations, we considered the cosmic microwave

background (CMB) radiation field, optical-UV radiation field from

the star light, and the dust infrared radiation field based on the

model by Popescu et al. (2017). We note that region A is located

in H ii regions, the ionizing massive stars will increase the optical

and UV fields significantly and thus produce additional IC emis-

sions (Liu & Yang 2022). We calculated the IC spectrum using the

formalism described in Khangulyan et al. (2014). To fit the lower

energy break in the W-ray spectrum, we require a relevant break in

the spectrum of parent electrons. Thus, we assumed a broken power-

law distribution of the relativistic electrons. As is shown in Fig.5,

the solid black curve represents the total predicted W-ray emission

from the IC upscattering of the seed photons by relativistic elec-

trons. The derived parameters for the electrons are U1 = 0.51± 0.1,

U2 = 4.1+0.6
−0.4

, �b = 15.3+3.0
−1.7

GeV and the total energy of the elec-

trons (>2 GeV) is ,4 = (7.8 ± 1.2) × 1049 erg. The IC model

can fit the observable data well, and the corresponding maximum-

likelihood values is -0.91. We cannot formally rule out the leptonic

origin of this region.

4.2 Region B

It should be noted that there is another possible particle accelerator

located at the northwestern part of the CNC. For region B, including

a bubble-shaped young H ii region Gum 31 around the young stellar

clusters NGC 3324, and NGC 3293 (Göppl & Preibisch 2022). Due

to the good spatial correlation of the extended GeV W-ray emission

and the H2 gas, it is very probable that the W-rays are related to the H2

gas. Thus, we used a hadronic scenario in which high energy W-rays

produced in the pion-decay process follow the proton-proton inelas-

tic interactions, using the parameterization of the cross-section of

10−1 100 101 102 103

Energy (GeV)
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10−10

ν 
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rg
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Figure 6. SED of emission in the region B for a 0.75◦ Gaussian disk

spatial model. The red dashed line represents the predicted W-ray emissions

assuming the CR density in this region is the same as those measured locally

by AMS-0.2 (Aguilar et al. 2015).

Kafexhiu et al. (2014). In this region, we used a single power-law

spectrum for the parent proton distribution,

# (�) = � �−U, (5)

treating �, U as free parameters for the fitting. As shown in Fig.6,

we present the best-fit results for region B. The maximum log-

likelihood value is -1.87. The derived index of the region B, U =

2.27 ± 0.05, with the total energy ,p = (5.0 ± 0.4) × 1048 erg for

the protons above 2 GeV.

In addition to the hadronic model, we also tried to consider

a leptonic model where the W-rays are from the IC scattering. We

assume that the electrons have a single power-law spectrum. The

target photon fields for relativistic electrons to scatter include the

CMB, infrared, and optical field adopted from the local interstel-

lar radiation field calculated in Popescu et al. (2017). As shown in

Fig.6, the leptonic model can also explain the observed W-ray emis-

sion with a maximum log-likelihood value of -2.17. The derived

index of the electrons is U = 3.05±0.07. However, for the IC model

the derived energy budget for the relativistic electrons (>2 GeV)

is as high as (1.1 ± 0.3) × 1050 erg, which is almost 10% of the

typical kinetic energy of a supernova explosion 1051erg. The total

kinetic energy supplied by the stellar wind from a single massive

star within ∼1 Myr, is ∼ 3×1048 erg (Ezoe et al. 2006). Since CNC

contains > 66 OB stars, the stellar wind power produced by the CNC

> 2 × 1050erg. If we consider the different clusters i.e. Tr 14 (20

OB stars), Tr 16 (21 OB stars) (Shull et al. 2021) and NGC 3324

(20 OB stars) (Bisht et al. 2021), we evaluate the stellar wind power

6 × 1049 erg, 6.3 × 1049 erg and 6 × 1049 erg, respectively.

5 CR CONTENT IN THE VICINITY OF THE CNC

The spatial distributions of CRs can provide key information

about their injection history. In Westerlund 1, Cygnus Cocoon

(Aharonian et al. 2019), and Westerlund 2 (Yang et al. 2018), the

1/r CR profiles are derived, which implies the continuous injection

and diffusion dominated propagation of CRs from these massive

star clusters (Yang & Liu 2022).

We study the propagated CR contents in the vicinity of CNC.

MNRAS 000, 1–8 (2022)
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Because of the limited angular resolution and size of this region,

we chose only region A and region B, rather than annuli to derive

the CR density. In both regions, the gamma-ray flux above 5 GeV

and gas mass are derived separately. For gas content, the results

of spatial analysis in Sect. 2.4 have shown that the W-ray emission

region has good spatial consistency with the H2 + H ii template.

Thus, we derived the corresponding gas mass for regions A and

B, respectively. Then we calculated CR density according to the

function (A.4) in Huber et al. (2013). The derived CR density from

the two W-ray emission regions and gas distributions are shown in

Fig. 7. The first red point is related to region A and the second one

is related to region B. As mentioned in Aharonian et al. (2019), the

radial distribution of the CR density in the form,

F(A) = F0 (A/A0)
−1 (6)

where r0 is assumed to be 10 pc, i.e. normalise the CR proton

density F0 outside but not far from the cluster. The total energy of

CR protons within the volume of the radius '0 is

,p = 4c

∫ '0

0
F(A)A2 dA ≈ 2.7×1047 (F0/1 eV/cm3)(R0/10 pc)2 erg .

(7)

The derived CR profile is shown in the Fig. 7. We fit the density

profile using a 1/r type distribution, which would result from a

continuous injection of CRs from region A. We found no 1/r depen-

dence and the CR density of region B is significantly lower than that

of region A. For such a profile, the CR content in this system are

indeed from some recent impulsive process rather than continuous

injections. Certainly, here we note the recent studies have shown that

the CR radial profiles for Westerlund 1 (Aharonian et al. 2022) and

Cygnus Cocoon (Abeysekara et al. 2021) are not compatible with

1/r. Moreover, from a theoretical point of view, the 1/r profile is not

the only possible outcome for the case of a steady central source.

Actually, flatter spatial profiles are more favoured in the case of ac-

celeration by the termination shock of stellar winds (Morlino et al.

2021).

6 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this paper we analyze the W-rays emission from the massive star

forming region of CNC. We found that the W-ray emission in this

region can be resolved into three components. Besides the point-like

source coincides with the massive binary [ Car, we further found

two diffuse W-ray emission components that are spatially correlated

with the molecular and ionized gas.

The W-ray emission from the CNC (region A) can be modelled

by a Gaussian disk with radius of 0.4◦. The spectral of this com-

ponent can be described by a broken power-law function with an

index of 2.36± 0.01. The spectrum shape of region A reveals a sig-

nificant pion-bump feature, which indicates the W-ray emissions are

from the interaction of hadronic CRs with ambient gas. However,

compared with the W-ray emissions from other YMCs, the spec-

trum is significantly softer but is similar to the spectral shape of the

Galactic diffuse emission and the emissions from [ Car itself. So it

is possible the derived emission in this region are still significantly

contaminated by the [ Car which is by far brighter. Another possi-

bility is that the CO gas and H ii gas in this region are illuminated

by the soft CR component accelerated by the [ Car. In the latter,

the derived ,p is 1048 erg for the protons above 2 GeV, considering

wind power of the [ Car of 1038 erg/s and a acceleration efficiency

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
Distance to CNC (degree )

10−2

10−1

100

W
p (

>5
Ge

V)
(e
V/
cm

3 )

local CR
H2+HII
1/r

Figure 7. Derived CR density profile near the CNC. The data points are the

W-ray emission above 5 GeV of the CNC. The solid curve is the 1/r profile,

which is predicted by the continuous injection. For details, see the context

in Sect. 5.

of 10%. The CR injection power can be %CR ∼ 1037 erg/s. Tak-

ing into account the size of region A of about ; = 15 pc (0.4◦ in

2.3 kpc), the required diffusion coefficient in this region can be es-

timated as � ∼ ;
4)

, where the confinement time ) can be estimated

as ,p/%CR ∼ 1011s. The derived � is 5× 1027 cm/s, which is one

order of magnitude smaller than the average value in the galactic

plane. Such a suppression of diffusion coefficient is also found in

other regions near CR source (Aharonian et al. 2019). We note that

other than [ Car other massive stars in the young massive clus-

ter Tr14 and Tr 16 may also accelerate CRs, which will loose our

constraints on the diffusion coefficient.

The GeV W-ray emission from the northern part of the CNC (re-

gion B) can be modelled as a 0.75◦ Gaussian disk. The W-ray emis-

sion has a hard spectrum with a spectral index of about 2.12± 0.02.

Although the spectrum of region B can be fit by both leptonic and

hadronic scenarios, the high gas density and good spatial corre-

lation between W-ray emission and molecular gas strongly favor a

hadronic origin. In this case the hard W-ray spectrum and the hard

spectrum of parent CRs are similar to those in other YMC systems.

A natural acceleration site of the CRs are the YMC Tr 14 and Tr

16, in this case we plot the radial distribution of CRs in region A

and region B, which we found are not consistent with the 1/A dis-

tributions measured near other YMCs (Aharonian et al. 2019). One

possible explanation may be that the CR content in this system are

indeed from some recent impulsive process rather than continuous

injections. In this case the harder spectrum in region B compared

with region A can also be explained as energy dependent propa-

gation. Another possibility is that it is the young star cluster NGC

3324 or other unknown CR sources , rather than Tr14 and Tr 16,

that accelerate the CRs in region B. Then the different spectrum in

region A and region B can be attributed to the different CR injection

spectrum in two systems. Indeed, in Yang et al. (2018) the diffuse

emission in this region are attributed to the CRs accelerated by the

YMC Westerlund 2, which locates about 5 kpc from the solar sys-

tem. We note that after the detailed analysis in this paper we still

cannot formally rule out such a possibility, although the projection

distance of region B are significantly nearer with respect to [ Car

and Tr14/Tr16. The gas distribution derived near Westerlund 2 also

reveal a peak in coincidence with region B (Yang et al. 2018). In-
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deed the speed interval used in CNC ( ELSR = [−32, −5] km s−1)

and Westerlund 2 ( ELSR = [−11, 20] km s−1) are overlapped with

each other, although their distance to the solar system are signif-

icantly different. More detailed studies on the gas distributions in

this region may be required to pin down the origin of the diffuse

W-ray emissions in this region.
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