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ABSTRACT

The Fermi and eROSITA bubbles, large diffuse structures in our Galaxy, can be the by-products of
the steady star formation activity. To simultaneously explain the star formation history of the Milky
Way and the metallicity of ~ Zg at the Galactic disk, a steady Galactic wind driven by cosmic-rays
is required. For tenuous gases with a density of < 1073 cm™3, the cosmic-ray heating dominates over
radiative cooling, and the gas can maintain the virial temperature of ~ 0.3 keV ideal for escape from
the Galactic system as the wind. A part of the wind falls back onto the disk like a galactic fountain
flow. We model the wind dynamics according to the Galactic evolution scenario and find that the scale
height and surface brightness of the X-ray and the hadronic gamma-ray emissions from such fountain
flow region can be consistent with the observed properties of the Fermi and eROSITA bubbles. This
implies that the bubbles are persistent structures of the Milky Way existing over (at least) the last
~ 1 Gyr, rather than evanescent structures formed by non-trivial, ~ 10 Myr past Galactic Center
transient activities.

Keywords: gamma-rays:ISM — X-rays:ISM — (ISM:) cosmic rays — Galaxy: halo — Galaxy: evolu-
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Fermi and eROSITA bubbles (FBs and eRBs) are
the largest gamma-ray and X-ray emitting objects in the
sky, respectively (Su et al. 2010; Su & Finkbeiner 2012;
Ackermann et al. 2014; Predehl et al. 2020). They look
like nearly symmetrical pairs of bubbles rising above and
below the center of our Galaxy. The FBs extend about
50°, and their emission mechanism is under debate,
whether the leptonic scenario (inverse Compton scat-
tering by relativistic electrons; Mertsch & Sarkar 2011;
Mertsch & Petrosian 2019; Cheng et al. 2011, 2014,
2015a; Sasaki et al. 2015; Yang & Ruszkowski 2017)
or the hadronic scenario (decay of 7° particles pro-
duced by collisions between relativistic protons and tar-
get nuclei in thermal gas; Crocker & Aharonian 2011;
Crocker et al. 2015; Fujita et al. 2013; Cheng et al.
2015b). The eRBs extend up to ~ 80° and are dom-
inated by thermal X-ray emission. In the last decade,
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most of the literature suggested that the FBs and
eRBs were formed by 1-10 Myr past Galactic Center
(GC) burst-like activities (e.g., Bland-Hawthorn et al.
2019; Yang et al. 2022; Nguyen & Thompson 2022;
Owen & Yang 2022; Sarkar et al. 2023; Sarkar 2024, ,
for recent studies), implying that the bubbles are evanes-
cent structures of the Milky Way Galaxy (MW). How-
ever, the true formation mechanisms are still unknown.

Linearly polarized radio observations have also re-
ported such bilobal giant structures (Carretti et al.
2013, hereafter Giant Radio Lobes, GRLs). Several
bright filamentary substructures in the GRLs trace the
corresponding parts of the FBs and eRBs very well. The
polarization observations also show that the magnetic
fields above and below the Galactic disk are perpendicu-
lar to the disk everywhere. These facts strongly support
the existence of outflows from the disk, however, the fila-
mentary substructures may rule out a simple bubble-like
morphology of the outflow.

The outflow from the Galactic disk is also strongly
motivated to explain the total amount of metals in the
current disk, ~ 107 Mgy, which is estimated with the
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typical metallicity of Zg ~ 0.01 and the total mass of
gaseous matter within the star-forming region of the
disk ~ 10° Mg (e.g., Misiriotis et al. 2006). Without
the outflow from the Galactic disk, the metal amount
would be much larger than the above estimate; The
star formation in the MW has continued at a rate of
My > 3 M, yr~* during the cosmic-age of tage ~ 14 Gyr
(Haywood et al. 2016). The Salpeter initial mass func-
tion (IMF) gives a fraction of massive stars as fys ~ 0.1
(e.g., Kroupa 2001; Chabrier 2003). From the ratio of
the metal mass of the supernova ejecta to the mass of
the progenitor star as fej ~ 0.1 (e.g., Sukhbold et al.
2018; Chieffi & Limongi 2020), we obtain the total mass
of metals ejected by the supernovae during the cosmic-
age as Mz ~ foj fns Msttage = 4 x 108 Mg > 107 Mo,
Thus, 2 97% of the ejected metals should be removed
from the disk by the outflow (Shimoda et al. 2024). The
observed mid-infrared large structure around the GC
(Bland-Hawthorn & Cohen 2003) may be the evidence
of the outflow that removes ‘missing’ metals.

The diffuse X-ray emission from hot gaseous mat-
ter with a temperature of ~ 0.3 keV including the
eRBs (e.g., Kataoka et al. 2018) may ensure the exis-
tence of the outflow from the disk, however, the ori-
gin of such diffuse X-ray emission is a long-standing
problem (e.g., Koyama 2018, reviews for the emission
from the disk). The possible existence of the Galac-
tic wind driven by cosmic rays (CRs) was pointed
out by Breitschwerdt et al. (1991) for the first time.
Breitschwerdt & Schmutzler (1999) included the effects
of the radiative cooling into the wind model and showed
that the observed diffuse X-ray spectrum can be ex-
plained by the wind scenario. Everett et al. (2008, 2010)
also showed that the surface brightness profile can be fit-
ted by the successful wind model.

However, considering the cooling and CR effects with
the realistic boundary condition, the geometrical struc-
ture of the Galactic wind may be complicated. The
idealized solution of successful outflow could not ap-
ply to the entire region above the Galactic disks. From
observed OVI absorption lines, Shapiro & Field (1976)
suggested the galactic fountain flow, in which ejected
hot gases above the disk cool radiatively and fall onto
the disk. They estimated the scale height of the foun-
tain flow to be ~ 1 kpc, which is too small to explain the
eRBs. Shimoda & Inutsuka (2022) pointed out that the
heating rate due to cosmic rays (CRs) can be compara-
ble to the radiative cooling rate for tenuous gas, and the
gas can escape from the Galaxy as the Galactic wind,
whose number density and temperature are ~ 103 cm ™3
and ~ 0.3 keV, respectively.

The wind model should be consistent with the star
formation activity. With the CR-driven wind scenario
of Shimoda & Inutsuka (2022), in which both the cool-
ing and CR diffusion effects are included, Shimoda et al.
(2024) reproduced the long-term evolution of the MW
over cosmic time consistently with the star formation
rate (SFR) and metallicity, taking into account the CR
heating and stellar dynamics. They found that the MW
history can be self-consistently explained if ~ 5-10% of
the supernova explosion energy is used to drive the wind.
Gupta et al. (2023) reported that the metal abundance
of the eRBs can be consistent with the metal enrichment
scenario by supernovae/stellar winds.

As discussed in Armillotta et al. (2024) for example,
dense cold clouds falling onto the disk and hot gases
launched from the disk coexist in the Galactic halo.
Motivated by the complicated structure of the wind
and fountain flow with CRs, we study the X-ray and
hadronic gamma-ray emissions from the Galactic halo
region without a short and intense activity of the Galac-
tic center in this paper. Being difficult to establish a
fully self-consistent model, as a first step, we adopt sim-
plified schemes to calculate the Galactic wind motion
and CR distribution to roughly reproduce the Fermi and
eROSITA bubbles.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we
describe our model based on the long-term evolution
model and observations of the MW. The numerical re-
sults of our model are presented in Section 3. The ther-
mal X-ray and hadronic gamma-ray emissions from the
Galactic halo are reproduced. The implications of our
scenario for future studies are discussed in Section 4.

2. MODEL DESCRIPTION

To produce the sky intensity maps of the hadronic
gamma-ray and thermal X-ray photons, we consider
the recent ~ 1 Gyr evolution of the MW according to
the latest Galactic evolution model by Shimoda et al.
(2024). The Galactic system is modeled under the ap-
proximation of axial symmetry with the cylindrical co-
ordinate of (R, z). The SFR at the disk is estimated
from the disk gas distribution based on the HI and
Hy observations (Misiriotis et al. 2006). The CR en-
ergy density is estimated from the supernova rate with
the Salpeter IMF (e.g., Kroupa 2001; Chabrier 2003).
The outflow dynamics is regulated by the Galactic
gravitational potential due to stars (Miyamoto & Nagai
1975) and the NFW-like dark matter (DM) distribution
(Navarro et al. 1996). The details of our method are as
follows.

2.1. the Galactic disk
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We model the disk gas surface mass density following
Misiriotis et al. (2006). The HI gas surface density is

R R\’
)
where Rpp = 18.24 kpc, Ry = 2.75 kpc, and the nor-
malization factor of X w1 is adjusted to satisfy that the
enclosed mass within R = 30 kpc is 3.9 x 10% M, (the
mass within R = oo is 8.2 x 10° My). Here we modify
the cut-off shape as exp [—(Ry/R)*] from a discontin-

uous cut-off originally assumed to keep its differential
finite. The Hy gas surface density is given by

; (1)

Yu1 = Yo,HI €XP

Dua () = S exp |~ | ®)
Ho
where Ry, = 2.57 kpc and the enclosed mass within
R = 30 kpc is 1.3 x 10° My. As stars are formed in
molecular clouds, the surface SFR density can be written
as
S(R) = 2 3)
Tsf
where the effective gas consumption timescale due to
the star formation is assumed as 75 = 0.5 Gyr (see,
Inutsuka et al. 2015, for details). Figure 1 shows the sur-
face densities of Xu1, Xn,, X = Xu1 + 2u,, and the en-
closed SFR, 27 [ Sy (R')R'dR'. The total SFR within
R = 30 kpc becomes 2.76 Mg, yr—!, which is consistent
with the SFR in the MW averaged for recent ~ 1 Gyr
(Haywood et al. 2016).
In our model, the supernova explosions blow the gas
off the disk. The event rate density of supernovae is

Nsn(R) :fmsf—a (4)

where the Salpeter IMF provides the average mass of
supernova progenitors M. ms = 30.9 Mg and the frac-
tion of supernova progenitor stars fns = 0.22 (see,
Shimoda et al. 2024, for details). A fraction of the su-
pernova explosion energy is converted to the outflow
energy so that the surface density of the outflow rate
Yhlown Satisfies

kT - .
—Eblown (R) = nblownEansn (R)u (5)
mp

where Npiown = 0.05 is the outflow conversion efficiency,
the supernova explosion energy Ey, = 10°! erg, the
assumed temperature of the outflow gas T, = 3 X

10 K (e.g., Kataoka et al. 2013; Nakashima et al. 2018;
Shimoda & Inutsuka 2022), my, is the proton mass, and
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Figure 1. The surface mass density profiles of Xui(R),

Yu,(R), and X(R) = Xu1 + Xu, (the left-hand side vertical
axis). The enclosed SFR, 27 fOR Yot (R)R'dR/, is also shown
(the right-hand side vertical axis).

kg is the Boltzmann constant. As a result, the outflow
rate from the disk can be written as Zblown = Nw fmsilsf,
where 7w = Nblownp Esn/ (M msksTw) = 3.3.

We assume that the blown gas extends with a scale
height of zy = 2 kpc, which corresponds to the height
estimated in the classical galactic fountain scenario
(Shapiro & Field 1976). In our model, the fountain
regions are laid on the disk with the thickness of zyp
and treated separately from the disk region with the
thickness of H = 0.3 kpc. We refer to the fountain
region as the layer in the following. The gas in the
layer is assumed to escape as the wind from a height
of z = zy with a speed of Cyy = /kTyw/(my,) =~
200 km s~ (T}, /3 x 10% K)'/2 to the halo, where y = 0.6
is the mean molecular weight. Then, the density of the
wind is given under the steady-state approximation as

*Sut (R), (6)

where the factor of 2 in the denominator represents the
two layers existing above and below the disk. The typi-
cal number density of the wind becomes
b
= ) (7)

— ~ -3 =3
Nw = pw/mp ~ 0.4 x 107° cm (10 Mo po?

where Esf = Yp,/7s is used. The density is consis-
tent with the observed diffuse thermal X-rays under
the assumed temperature of kT, ~ 0.3 keV. Note
that the crossing time of the blown gas over the layer,
201/ Csw =~ 10 Myr, and ny, =~ 0.4 x 1073 cm ™2 may give
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ionization states of the thermal X-ray emission consis-
tent with the observation (Yamamoto et al. 2022).

2.2. the Galactic cosmic rays

The blown gas can be accelerated by the CR pres-
sure and extend to a region of z > zp;. In this paper,
we mainly focus on relatively low-energy (~ GeV) CRs,
which dominate the CR energy density.

The CR transport equation is simply written as

ONex(r,7) Y
T —Mr s(

where D, () is a diffusion coefficient of CRs and -~ is
the Lorentz factor of CRs, respectively. The CR injec-
tion rate density Ncr,s is discussed later. For simplifica-
tion, here we neglect the CR advection, momentum dif-
fusion, and non-trivial interaction with the background
fluid. The fully self-consistent treatment for those ef-
fects has not been well established yet, though, several
recent attempts have developed the numerical scheme
(e.g. Girichidis et al. 2020, 2022, 2024; Thomas et al.
2023). As will be shown later, our treatment results
in a soft CR spectrum. However, maintaining the total
energy budget regulated by the star formation activities,
we mainly focus on the 1 GeV gamma-ray brightness be-
low. The caveats for the adopted simplification in our
method will be discussed in Section 4. We also discuss
the effects of advection in the appendix A.

With the steady-state approximation, the formal so-
lution for the CR density N becomes

¥) + Dex (v )VzMr(er)a (8)

Ter\7Y NCI‘b 7'7 3 /
T 7 d 9
Ner(r 47TH2/ |r — /| ©)

where 7., = H?/Dc,(7) is the residence time of CR at
the disk (the appendix A). The CR composition of un-
stable radioactive isotopes such as Be'® implies that the
residence time of the low-energy CRs is ~ 1 Myr (e.g.,
Gabici et al. 2019, for recent reviews). In this paper, we
assume the residence time as

¥ —0.6
Ter = 1 Myr (5) : (10)

for simplicity, which is equivalently D, ~ 2.7 x
1028 em? s71(v/2)%%(H/0.3 kpc)?2. The CR injection
rate density is defined as

—-2.1

Nas=No(3) 7 (22), (11)

where the normalization factor is given by the energy in-
jection rate density as écr s = f2 cr,sYMpC 2dry, where ¢
is the speed of light. In equation (8), we neglect the en-
ergy loss due to pp-collision, whose timescale can be es-
timated as 1/(Kppnonc) ~ 100 Myr(n/1 cm™3)71 (e.g.,

Schlickeiser 2002), where the inelasticity K, ~ 0.3 and
on ~ 3 x 10726 cm? is used. The energy injection rate
density is obtained from the supernova rate as

orBsn ¢
écr,s = 1 Esn(R)é(Z)a (12)

My ms

where the CR injection efficiency is 7., = 0.1, and §(z)
is the Dirac’s delta function. The CR energy density
and pressure are given by ec:(R,2) = [} Newympc?dy
and P, = e.;/3, respectively.

Our steady solution results in N o< v~ 27 every-
where and the spectral index of —2.7 is consistent with
the observed CR energy distribution around the Earth
(e.g. one of the latest results: Adriani et al. 2022). Fig-
ure 2 shows the calculated CR energy density in the
Galactic halo. The energy density at R ~ 8.5 kpc is
~ (0.8 eV cm~3, which agrees with the observed energy
density around the Earth.

20 2
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&
- £
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Figure 2. The CR energy density in the Galactic halo. The
contours show the density increasing by 0.2 eV cm ™3 from
0.4 eV cm ™ to 2.0 eV cm 3

2.3. the Galactic halo

Here we describe our model for the Galactic wind dy-
namics. The observed halo gas consists of hot, tenuous
X-ray emitting gas (e.g., Predehl et al. 2020) and cold,
dense HI clouds (e.g., Wakker & van Woerden 1997).
The gas dynamics should obey highly nonlinear pro-
cesses as seen in the interstellar medium (ISM, e.g.,
Koyama & Inutsuka 2002). To describe their dynam-
ics precisely, we should take into account the nonlin-
ear processes of magnetohydrodynamics by including
the effects of CRs, ionization structure, thermal con-
duction, radiative cooling, heating process, and so on.
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While the full numerical simulations of the halo winds
require a high computational cost (e.g., Tan et al. 2023;
Tan & Fielding 2024; Armillotta et al. 2024), the global
structure of the halo gas we are interested in mainly de-
pends on the pressure balance among gravity, CR pres-
sure, and magnetic pressure (e.g., Boulares & Cox 1990;
Ferriere 2001).

Shimoda & Inutsuka (2022) studied the effects of CRs
for launching the Galactic wind and found that only
when the temperature of the wind gas is kept high by
the CR heating, the wind is successfully launched. In the
Galactic halo, the gas heating rate due to the dissipation
of Alfvén waves induced by CRs, Qw = VA|V Py|, can
be comparable to the radiative cooling rate of n.2A;

0.9 (—Dw )" A
- (10*3 cm*3> 10722 erg cm3 s—1

B ! €cr -1 He,
(LuG) (1 eV cm*3) (10 kpc) o (13

where Vy is the Alfvén velocity, and B is the magnetic
field. When the CR heating rate is larger than the ra-
diative cooling rate, the gas temperature maintains at
the virial temperature, going to a larger z, and finally
escaping from the Galactic system as the wind by the
CR pressure.

To save the computational costs, we omit solving these
cooling and heating processes, and simplify the halo gas
dynamics as follows.! The validity of this simplification
will be justified later. The equation of motion of the
fluid element can be approximately written as

Nw2A

Qw

dvy, 1
— =——VPF,; —g, 14
7 S VPa—g (14)
where vy, and g are the velocity and gravitational ac-
celeration vectors, respectively. From the force balance
along the z direction,—9P.,/0z — pwg. > 0, the criterion
density for the escaping outflow can be written as

Ny.c < 0.4x107% cm ™3

( Cor ) He \ 7' S, (fa)
1eVem=3/ \ 10 kpc 250 Mg pe—2

where we have adopted OP.;/0z ~ —P.;/Hc, and g, ~
27¥,. The threshold mass density of the stellar disk
is estimated as ¥, ~ M./(27R2 4) ~ 250 Mg pc?,

where M, ~ 4 x 1019 Mg and R.q ~ 5 kpe (e.g.,
Bland-Hawthorn & Gerhard 2016). An outflow from
the inner region (R < 5 kpc) where the number den-
sity is larger than the above value, can not escape from
the Galactic system, falling back onto the Galactic disk,
similar to the Galactic fountain flow. This critical den-
sity is close to the critical density for the cooling effect
shown in eq. (13). Therefore, our method with eq. (14)
can roughly reproduce the escaping wind and fallback
gas without considering the cooling effect. Considering
the strong density dependence of ny2A/Qy X 1y >/?, we
can reasonably conclude that the gas dynamics mainly
depends on n., and the CR pressure.? An outflow from
R 2 5 kpc can escape from the Galactic system as the
wind, but it is relatively less important for the thermal
X-ray emissivity and hadronic gamma-ray emissivity.

The Galactic fountain-like flow implies the coexis-
tence of the outflow and infalling failed wind in the
halo. From the condition of ny. ~ nyg, we ex-
pect that the failed wind suffers the radiative cooling
and becomes condensed gas due to the thermal insta-
bility (e.g., Field 1965; Shapiro & Field 1976). Such
multiphase gas, in which cold, dense gas coexists with
hot, diffuse gas, is ubiquitously observed in the ISM,
in the MW halo (e.g., Bregman & Lloyd-Davies 2007;
Das et al. 2019), and in the external galaxy’s halo (e.g.,
Tumlinson et al. 2017, for reviews). Moreover, many
HI clouds falling into the MW disk are observed (the
so-called high-velocity /intermediate-velocity cloud, e.g.,
Wakker & van Woerden 1997). In this paper, we as-
sume that the halo gas density is highly structured in
reality and the motion of the outflowing wind is not
affected by the inflowing gas (like "raindrops” in the
atmosphere).

We summarize our expectations as follows. The out-
flow from the inner region (R < 5 kpc and ny > 1073
em~3) suffers radiative cooling and falls back onto the
disk. The motion of the fluid element can be approxi-
mated by the equation (14). The outflow from the outer
region (R 2> 5 kpc and ny, < 1072 em™3) is affected by
the CR heating so that the thermal pressure is large
enough. However, a lower density in the outer wind
may result in lower emissivities of the thermal X-ray
and hadronic gamma-ray. Even if we adopt the equa-
tion (14) to their dynamics, the X-ray and gamma-ray
intensities are less affected. The outflow at the critical

1 The magnetic field strength is one of the most uncertain quan-
tities in the Galactic halo. Even if we suppose a comparable
strength to the strength at the disk as B ~ 1 uG, the plasma beta
becomes B ~ 10 (nw/1073 cm~3) (kT4 /0.3 keV) (B/1 uG)~—2
and the magnetic pressure becomes ~ 0.02 eV cm—3(B/1 uG)>?
< Per.

2 When P, is small, the thermal pressure becomes negligible due
to the radiative cooling. The cooling time scale is Tcoo) ~
kgTw/(nwA) ~ 160 Myr (kpTw/0.3 keV) (nw/1073 cm™3)~!
(A/10722 erg cm® s™1)~1, while the dynamical time scale is
Tayn ~ Her /vw ~ 50 Myr(Her /10 kpe) (vw /200 km s=1) 7"
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density ny, ~ 1073 em™3 (R ~ 5 kpc) can be regarded
as a minor component because of 71y ¢ o n?v/ 2 and the
exponential profile of ¥y, (see, equations 2 and 7).

For numerical calculation of the wind, following
Shimoda et al. (2024), we treat the fluid element as
a test particle denoted by subscript ¢ and adopt the
equation (14) as its equation of motion under the ax-
isymmetric approximation. We prepare the particles
at (R;,zn1), where R; is discretized with the interval
of AR = (30/256) kpc ~ 0.017 kpc). Considering the
criterion for the fallback discussed above, we can sim-
plify the estimate of the acceleration by the CR pressure
using the initial density pw ni(Ri, zn1). We set two spa-
tial boundary conditions at 7 = 30 kpc as the free escape
boundary and z = 0.3 kpc, below which the wind merges
with the disk gas. The initial velocity components are
set to be (UW,R,UW@,UW)Z) = (O,Uw,q{),i(Ri,Zh]),Os)w),
where the initial rotation velocity vy ¢; is a free
parameter in this model. @~ We use simple formu-
lae of the gravitational potentials due to the stars
(Miyamoto & Nagai 1975) and DMs (Navarro et al.
1996) following Shimoda & Inutsuka (2022).

We have adjusted the model parameters to reproduce
the current MW conditions except for the systematic
rotation of the halo gas, which is currently not con-
strained. The angular momentum transportation is an
important factor for the long-term evolution of galaxies
in general. On the other hand, the angular momentum
(AM) can be redistributed at the disk-halo interface by
e.g., magnetic fields (Breitschwerdt & Schmutzler 1999;
Kakiuchi et al. 2024), and a large-ordered field pos-
sibly regulates the outflow (Meliani et al. 2024). In
this paper, we test two cases parametrizing the ini-
tial rotation velocity of the wind as vy g¢,i(Ri, 2n1) =

Rigr(R;, zn1) (co-rotating halo) and vy ¢ i(R;, zn1) =

R;gr(R;, zn1) (AM redistribution case).

Figure 3 shows the trajectories of the wind particles.
Assuming continuous wind ejections and steady winds,
we obtain the wind density from the particle trajecto-
ries with the mass conservation and Gaussian smooth-
ing with the width of zp). In the co-rotating halo case
(Figure 3a), the centrifugal force equilibrium condition,
Vw,pi = V/Rigr(Ri, zn1), results in a simple fountain
flow; the wind goes in the outward direction due to
the centrifugal force and eventually falls back on the
disk. In the AM redistribution case shown in Figure 3b,
Vw,pi = 0.5v/Rigr(R;, zn1), the wind is concentrated to-
ward the inner Galactic region attracted by the stellar
gravity. Although our treatment neglects the effects de-
pending on B and A, the numerical results are consistent
with our expectations discussed above.

16 . — 1072
(a) co-rotating halo ]
14
12
)
£ 103
N
10
102
)
g 10
N
10

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
R (kpc)

Figure 3. The trajectories of the fluid elements (vectors).
The color map shows the wind density. The panels (a) and
(b) show the case of vw,g¢,:(Ri,zn) = VRigr(Ri, zm) (co-
rotating halo) and vw,¢,:(Ri, zn1) = 0.5y/Rigr(Ri, zn1) (AM

redistribution), respectively.

2.4. the thermal X-rays and hadronic gamma-rays

For the thermal X-ray emission from the halo in the
eROSITA 0.6-1 keV band, we assume an average, spa-
tially uniform emissivity of Ax = 10723 erg cm?3 s~}
for simplicity. This assumption is equivalent to the
isothermal gas with a temperature of ~ 0.3 keV. The
hadronic gamma-ray emission from CRs via pp-collision
is calculated with the same method in Nishiwaki et al.
(2021). For the total cross-section, we use the formu-
lae in Kamae et al. (2006); Kamae et al. (2007). The
energy distribution of 7° produced in a collision is ex-
pressed by the formulae in Kelner et al. (2006). With

number density {cm3)

number density {cm3)
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the 7%-injection rate density ¢.(E,) obtained with the
method above, the gamma-ray emissivity due to 7°-
decay is calculated as

Gr(Ex)

(BN =28y | —pga

(16)
where Ey, = E, + m2c¢*/(4E,). The intensity map is
obtained by integrating the emissivity along the line of
sight.

The order of magnitude estimate of the hadronic
gamma-ray intensity, J,, may be given by (Schlickeiser
2002)

Iy

27—1.6
D nenwone | B, MyC
~
4T myc?

Mec? 4E.,
~0.7%x107% phem™2 s7! GeV~! str!

(3 fpc) (1 eVngm*3>

n E -he
w v 1
(10_2 cm—3) (1 GeV) ’ (7

where m, = 140 MeV is the pion mass, o, ~ 10726 cm?
is the cross-section, D is the path length, and we use
Ny ~ ecr/mpc2. Note that 7, Esf2 in our model and
the neutrino emission with a comparable intensity to J,
is also expected.

3. RESULTS

The numerical results of the thermal X-ray and
hadronic gamma-ray intensities are presented here. We
compare the surface brightness profiles to the actual ob-
servations and predict the line-of-sight velocity distribu-
tion of each co-rotating halo case and AM redistribution
case for future radio and X-ray observations.

Figure 4 shows the surface brightness of the 1 GeV
hadronic gamma-ray from the disk (|b|] < 5°). This
shows that the CR density we assumed consistently re-
produces the observed gamma-ray brightness at the disk
(e.g., Strong et al. 2004).

As shown in Figure 3, the failed wind around the in-
ner region may be observed as ‘bubbles’ in the X/~-ray
sky due to the projection effect. Figure 5 shows the esti-
mated intensity maps of the thermal X-ray and hadronic
gamma-ray at F, = 1 GeV. Here we only calculate the
emission from the halo. The numerically computed 7,
at ., =1 GeV is consistent with the estimated intensity
given by the equation (17) and the observed intensities
(e.g., Su et al. 2010; Ackermann et al. 2014). The mor-
phological relation between the eRBs and FBs is that
the FBs are bright inside the eRBs. Such morphology
is reproduced very well in both the two models for the
initial rotation.

0.7 T T T T T T
-5°<b<b°
1 GeV R
0.6 Strong et al. (2004) e .
0.5 _

04

0.3

0.2

0.1

1 GeV Intensity (10% cm? s1 sr! Gev")

-150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150
Galactic Longitude, | (degree)

Figure 4. The surface brightness of the 1 GeV hadronic
gamma-ray at the disk (solid line). The dots are derived
from Strong et al. (2004) as a guide.
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Figure 5. The intensity sky maps of the hadronic gamma-
ray and X-ray observed from (R,z) = (8.5 kpc,0 kpc).
The contour shows the 1 GeV gamma-ray intensity
(photon cm™2 s7* str™!) increasing by 0.25 x 107° from 0
to 3 x 1075, The red contours indicate the intensity larger
than 0.5 x 1075, The color shows the X-ray intensity for the
0.6-1 keV band under the assumed emissivity of nwAx /4,

where Ax = 10723 erg cm?® s7 L.
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Figure 6. The surface brightness profile of the 1 GeV
hadronic gamma-ray observed from (R, z) = (8.5 kpc, 0 kpc).
We add the uniform background component with brightness
of 1079 GeV em™2 s7! sr™!. The broken line is derived from
Su et al. (2010) as a guide.

Figure 6 shows the surface brightness profile of the
hadronic gamma-ray averaged on the Galactic latitude
ranges of 25° < b < 50°. The actual profiles of the
FBs are analyzed by Su et al. (2010) (Figure 8) and
Ackermann et al. (2014) (Figure 23) for examples. The
surface brightness of the FBs is not perfectly symmet-
ric; the northern bubble is ~ 2 times brighter than
the southern bubble. Here we compare our results to
the southern bubble where the gamma-ray foreground
is fainter than the northern sky (Su et al. 2010). Our
model results in consistent surface brightness with the
observations. Note that our primitive model does not
aim to exactly reproduce the gamma-ray flux. The dif-

SHIMODA & ASANO

ference with a factor ~ 2 does not matter in this paper.
The surface brightness profile flattens at |I| < 20°, which
is one of the non-trivial features of the FBs. The AM
redistribution case results in such a flat profile, while
the co-rotating halo case results in a shallower profile.
Thus, the AM redistribution case is favored for explain-
ing the FBs. Compared to the observed sharp drop of
the gamma-ray intensity at the edge of the FBs at [ = 20
degree, the model intensity gradually decreases with the
Galactic longitude for [ > 20 degree.

Figure 7 shows the surface brightness profiles of
the thermal X-ray at the Galactic latitudes of b =
60° (see, Predehl et al. 2020, for a comparison). Here
we assume a uniform background with an intensity of
4 counts s~' cm~2 deg~2. Similar to the FBs, the
observed surface brightness of the eRBs is not per-
fectly symmetric; the northern bubble is ~ 2 times
brighter than the southern bubble. The surface bright-
ness of the observed northern and southern bubbles is
> 6 counts s~! em™? deg™? at —45° < [ < 65° and
shows flat profiles respecting [. The co-rotating halo
case shows smaller | gradients than the observed north-
ern bubble. The AM redistribution case may be pre-
ferred for explaining the northern bubble, while both
cases are consistent with the southern bubble.

Figure 8 shows the line-of-sight velocity distribution of
the fluid elements for 40° < b < 80°. The azimuthal po-
sition of each wind particle is randomly selected. Here
we regard that the outflow particles (v;w>0) are ob-
served at the X-ray band and that the inflow particles
(vs,w < 0) are cooled. The inflowing cold gas is assumed
to be bright at the radio band (the 21 cm line emis-
sion) and observed like the high velocity/intermediate
velocity HI clouds (e.g., Wakker & van Woerden 1997;
Ashley et al. 2022; Hayakawa & Fukui 2022). The sam-
ple density respecting [ reflects the gas angular mo-
mentum trivially; the AM redistribution case results in
centrally concentrated samples. For a small longitude
[ < 50°, the line-of-sight velocity at the radio band
is bounded at |ves] < 100 km s™! in the co-rotating
halo case (|vios| < 200 km s™! in the AM redistribution
case). The probability distribution functions of the line-
of-sight velocity at 40° < b < 80° and |l|] < 50° are
shown in Figure 9. The radio observations of the high-
velocity clouds around the FBs reported the line-of-sight
velocity range of ~ +170 km s~! (e.g., Ashley et al.
2022), which is consistent with the AM redistribution
case. Thus, the halo gas dynamics will be tested by
spectroscopy at the radio band and X-ray band. In
particular, we need a high-energy-resolution X-ray spec-
troscopy like XRISM mission (Tashiro et al. 2020) and
Athena mission (Barret et al. 2018).
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Figure 7. The surface brightness profile of the X-
ray at b = 60° observed from (R,z) = (8.5 kpc,0 kpc)
(the solid line). The dots and the broken line are re-
ferred from Predehl et al. (2020) as guides for the south-
ern and northern bubbles, respectively. The inten-
sity is scaled as 1 counts s™' cm™2 deg™® = 2.7 x
10716 erg s7! em™? arcmin™2 for eROSITA 0.6-1 keV band.
We assume a uniform background with an intensity of
4 counts s~ cm™? deg 2.

4. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

We have shown that the eRBs and FBs can be ex-
plained by the persistent Galactic wind scenario, which
is well motivated by the long-term evolution of the MW
the gas supply and consumption due to the star forma-
tion and Galactic wind are balanced, keeping the total
metal content in the disk (Shimoda et al. 2024). As the
computational cost for the halo dynamics simulations is
high, we have modeled the gas density profile affected
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Figure 8. The line of sight velocities of the halo gas at 40° <
b < 80° observed from (R,z) = (8.5 kpc,0 kpc) under the
assumed rotation velocity of the solar cycle of 230 km s™1.
The case vw,. < 0 is shown at [ > 0 and case vw,, > 0 is

shown at [ < 0.
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Figure 9. The probability distribution functions of the line
of sight velocities of the halo gas at 40° < b < 80° and |I| <
50°. The lo statistical errors due to a finite number of the
samples are also shown. The unfilled (filled) circles/squares
indicate the co-rotating (AM redistribution) case.

by the disk wind with a very simplified method using
test particles. Despite this primitive estimate for the
halo density profile, the brightness and the spatial scales
of the FBs and eRBs are roughly reproduced. Espe-
cially, the non-trivial configuration, the FBs surrounded
by the larger eRBs, is consistently reproduced. In ad-
dition, the velocity distribution of the inflowing gases
in our model is similar to the observed velocities for
high-velocity clouds. The results imply that the steady
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Galactic fountain flow consistent with the star forma-
tion history in the Galactic disk produces the dense
halo structure, which is responsible for both the FBs
and eRBs. In this model, the FBs and eRBs are quasi-
steady structures due to the quasi-steady star formation
activity in the Galactic disk. The results prefer the case
that the angular momentum of the wind is partially ex-
tracted by some kind of dissipative process.

On the other hand, our model does not reproduce
the sharp edge of the FBs and their hard spectra. Our
steady solution for the CR transport equation (8) leads
to a soft gamma-ray spectrum as Jy o< Ev_l'6 every-
where, although the spectra of the FBs are as hard as
o E,7!. The coexistence of the outflowing hot gas and
infalling cold gas in the halo implies hydrodynamical in-
stabilities. A detailed modeling with the effects of such
instabilities may improve the results. If we consider the
re-acceleration mechanism such as the stochastic accel-
eration by turbulence, the hard spectrum can be repro-
duced. In our AM redistribution case, the halo gas is
concentrated towards the inner halo region. Thus, the
inner region can be selectively disturbed, and we natu-
rally expect an efficient re-acceleration.

The stochastic  acceleration can also re-
accelerate CR electrons (see e.g. Schlickeiser 1989;
Brunetti & Lazarian 2011; Teraki & Asano 2019). CR
electrons in the Galactic halo should be responsible for
the bright GRLs. If the re-acceleration of electrons
works very well, the leptonic gamma-ray emission can
be comparably bright with the FBs (e.g., Sasaki et al.
2015). The efficiency of the re-acceleration can be
tested by observing a hard X-ray synchrotron emission,
although there is only an upper limit on the hard X-ray
intensity for the Galactic halo (e.g., Kataoka et al. 2013,
2018). Thus, further studies for the re-acceleration and
observations at the hard X-ray band like FORCE mis-
sion (Mori et al. 2022) are ideal. It should be empha-
sized that observations of the FBs at the very high en-
ergy gamma-ray band by, e.g., the Cherenkov Telescope
Array Observatory and of neutrinos by, e.g., the Ice Cube
experiment, are also important to reveal the maximum

energy of CRs and to verify the hadronic/leptonic sce-
narios (e.g., acceleration efficiency ratio of CR protons
to CR electrons, see, Nishiwaki et al. 2021).

Carretti et al. (2013) estimated the magnetic energy
of the GRLs with the leptonic scenario for the gamma-
ray intensity as Upjobe ~ 10°° erg. This is com-
parable to the energy in the disk within the active
star formation region; Up gisk ~ (B?/87) X 2rR?H ~
10% erg(B/1 uG)?(R/5 kpc)?(H/300 pc). In our sce-
nario, the plasma circulates through the disk and the
halo. Therefore, the comparable magnetic energy may
be acceptable. Note that even if the magnetic reconnec-
tion dissipates the magnetic energy, which is one of the
possible origins of the AM redistribution, the halo gas
concentration can be responsible for the turbulent dy-
namo at the halo. This should be studied with stochastic
acceleration.

The morphology of the eRBs and FBs depends on the
angular momentum of the halo gas in our model. These
are new important clues to study the long-term evolu-
tion of the MW on the time scale of ~ 1 Gyr. Since
the angular momentum of the disk gas is recorded to
the formed stars, the evolution of the angular momen-
tum can be studied through the stellar dynamics. Thus,
there is a possible synergy between high-energy astro-
physics, CR physics, and the Galactic archaeological
study of stellar dynamics. We will extend our model
along the lines of this study.
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APPENDIX

A. THE ADVECTION EFFECTS ON THE CR TRANSPORTATION

We evaluate the effects of advection, which is neglected in the CR transport equation (8). As discussed Sections 2.3
and 4, the expected velocity field consists of inflows and outflows, having a highly complicated structure in reality.
Such a velocity field cannot be treated fully consistently by our two-dimensional model, in which all values are averaged
out in the azimuthal angle direction. To check the validity or limit of our treatment, we consider an extreme case
with a constant velocity field along the vertical direction, v = (0,0, vg) (2 > 0), which maximizes the advection effect.
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Then, the transport equation becomes

ONe ONer
7 = Ncr,s + 'Dcr(V)V2 cr — Vo 02 (Al)
and its formal solution can be derived using the Green function as
1 t 'rs/ N2 AV N t—t'2
Nosttrn) T B I RV KR R JS
8 (mDer) to  (t—1) ADer(t — 1)
Introducing a variable w = \/Taa/(t — t'), where Taq = 4Dc;/vo?, we obtain
B 1 3 g N [ dw 9 1 2h
./\/’Cr(t,’l“,’}/) = W /d r Mr,s(r ) e m exXp | —aw" — ﬁ + 1}07;(1 5 (A?))

where h = 2z — 2, a = |r — v'|?/(4D; Taa), and wy = /Taa/(t — to), respectively. Since the advection time scale,
Tad ~ 10 Myr(7/2)%6 (v9/Cyw) > with Cs = 200 km s~ !, is significantly shorter than (t — to) > 1 Gyr, we can
approximate wo ~ 0. Then, the integration of w is carried out by the Gaussian integral (or the Euler-Poisson integral)
as

o T [ i News(r) [ fr =1 = 2(2 = )
-/\/’cr(,ru/Y)N A H?2 /d r |’l"—’l"/| exXp Had(ﬁ)/) ) (A4)

where D, (7) = H?/7er(7) is used (see the main text), and Haa(y) = 4Der(7)/vo ~ 2 kpe (7/2)%6(vo/Csw) ! is the
scale height of the advection. Compared with a pure diffusion case of the equation (9), the last exponential factor in
the equation (A4) indicates the correction by the advection term. When |r — r/| < Haaq, the factor can be reduced as
unity, and we obtain the equation (9). This means that a contribution of a source at ' = (2/,¢’,0) for a CR number
density at a position of » = (x,y, z) is mostly determined by diffusion. Our model focuses on ~ 1 GeV gamma-rays
emitted by CRs with v ~ 20. In this case, Ha.q ~ 8 kpc is significantly large even in this extreme/simplified setup for
the velocity field. The transport equation (8) may not lead to a largely different CR density around the GC within a
radius of < 8 kpc, which is compatible with the size of the FBs. As discussed in Section 4, the effects of a realistic,
turbulent velocity field will be studied in future work.
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