
MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2023) Preprint 28 June 2024 Compiled using MNRAS LATEX style file v3.0

Extended GeV 𝛾-ray emission around the massive star forming
region of the W3 complex

Qi-Hang Wu,1 Xiao-Na Sun,1★ Rui-Zhi Yang,2,3,4 Ting-Ting Ge,5,6 Yun-Feng Liang1

and En-Wei Liang1
1Guangxi Key Laboratory for Relativistic Astrophysics, School of Physical Science and Technology, Guangxi University, Nanning 530004, China
2Department of Astronomy, School of Physical Sciences, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui 230026, China
3CAS Key Laboratory for Research in Galaxies and Cosmology, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui 230026, China
4School of Astronomy and Space Science, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui 230026, China
5School of Physics and Astronomy, Sun Yat-sen University, Zhuhai 519082, China
6CSST Science Center for the Guangdong-Hong Kong-Macau Greater Bay Area, Sun Yat-Sen University, Zhuhai 519082, China

28 June 2024

ABSTRACT
We analyze the GeV 𝛾-ray emission from the W3 complex using about 14 years of Pass 8 data
recorded by the Fermi Large Area Telescope (Fermi-LAT). We resolve the 𝛾-ray emissions
around W3 into two components: an elliptical Gaussian overlapping with the molecular gas and
a point-like source near the cluster W3 Main. The pion-bump feature of SED for the elliptical
Gaussian together with the better fitting result of pion decay model favor the hadronic origin.
We further argue that the cosmic rays (CRs) could originate from the interactions between
cluster winds and the shock produced by the SNR HB3. The point-like source positionally
coincident with the star cluster W3 Main indicates it may be directly powered by near clusters,
while its fainter 𝛾-ray emissions below 10 GeV is possibly due to the shelter from dense
gas making the low-energy CRs incapable of penetrating the dense materials. Meanwhile, we
cannot rule out that the 𝛾-ray emissions originate from the interaction of accelerated protons
in SNR with the ambient gas.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The issue on the origin of CRs has been existing for many years.
In the CR community, there is a consensus that CRs of energy
below ∼ 1015eV (called "knee") are produced in the Milky Way
(Aloisio et al. 2007). Supernova remnants (SNRs) have been con-
sidered as the main acceleration sites of Galactic CRs for several
decades since the diffusive acceleration by supernova shock waves
can accelerate particles to very high energies (Lagage & Cesarsky
1983; Bell et al. 2013). Young massive stellar clusters (YMCs) have
also been supposed to be potential sites of CR acceleration (Parizot
et al. 2004). YMCs typically host a large number of massive stars
which can drive high-speed stellar winds almost sustaining the life-
time (Portegies Zwart et al. 2010). Aharonian et al. (2019) detected
hard spectra of gamma-rays and CRs across Cygnus Cocoon and
Westerlund 1, and derived 1/r radial profile of CR energy density
to characterise the continuously central injection of YMCs. Also,
a number of GeV-TeV 𝛾-ray sources are found in the direction of
various YMCs, e.g., Westerlund 2 (Yang et al. 2018), NGC 3603
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(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), NGC 6618 (Liu et al. 2022), and Carina Nebula
Complex (Ge et al. 2022). Some multi-wavelength simulations and
theory calculations also indicate that YMCs have the capability of
to explain the problem of the origin of CRs from SNRs to some
extent, such as the maximum particle energy and isotopic com-
position (Gupta et al. 2018, 2020). Nevertheless, it must be noted
that there are hardly any clear-cut identification of particle acceler-
ation by YMCs. Studies of Cygnus cocoon (Astiasarain et al. 2023)
and Westerlund 1 (Bhadra et al. 2022) shows that the population
can be hadronic or leptonic. The 1/r profile which was derived by
neglecting some crucial aspects (e.g., advection of CRs, various
acceleration sites and radiative loss, etc.) may not reflect the true
radial profile, and alternative scenarios such as CRs injected in the
wind termination shock region or discrete multiple SN injections
are able to yield a 1/r profile (Bhadra et al. 2022). Yet, the growing
number of 𝛾-ray source towards YMCs as well as characterisations
found in YMCs are helpful and to some extent in favor of YMCs
from which the contribution to CRs cannot be rule out.

W3 is one of the most active and nearest massive star forming
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regions located in the Perseus Arm of the outer galaxy (Reid et al.
2016). The giant molecular cloud (GMC) W3 was first discovered
through the radio continuum emission (Westerhout 1958) and the
total mass is ∼4 × 105𝑀⊙ (Polychroni et al. 2012). Its kinematic
distance to the Sun measured by the Galactic rotation curve is ∼4.2
kpc (Russeil 2003), which is significantly different from the value
of about 1.9 - 2.4 kpc estimated by trigonometric and spectropho-
tometric methods (Routledge et al. 1991; Hachisuka et al. 2006; Xu
et al. 2006; Navarete et al. 2011). This region of the Perseus arm
does not follow the Galactic rotation curve as discussed by Navarete
et al. (2011). The discrepancy between the kinematic distance to W3,
which is roughly twice the distance for non-kinematic methods, may
be attributed to local motions of the gas deviating from the Galactic
rotation. Velocity anomalies and the peculiar motion of the Perseus
arm have been detected by Brand & Blitz (1993). Also, Russeil
(2003) noted a velocity discrepancy of the Perseus arms of 21 km
s−1, which is significant with respect to typical values measured for
other spiral arms (∼3 km s−1). Adjacent to W3 in the east direc-
tion is the W4 H ii region ionized by IC 1805 (Massey et al. 1995)
along the Galactic Plane. In the boundary between W3 and W4
there is a high density layer (HDL), above ∼ 1022 cm−2, containing
about half of the total mass of the cloud (Polychroni et al. 2012).
Bright 12CO(J = 1–0) line emission near −43 km s−1 is observed
in the vicinity of the W3, especially near the HDL. Yamada et al.
(2021) argued that the radial velocity of gas surrounding the GMC
W3 is around −53 ∼ −37 km s−1 in which the velocity range of
−53 ∼ −41 km s−1 is connected to W3(OH) and the velocity range
of −46 ∼ −37 km s−1 is associated with W3 Main. A sequence of
star forming sub-regions lie along the border of the W3 cloud, such
as W3 Main, IC 1795, and W3(OH). The diffuse H ii region IC 1795
is located between YMCs W3 Main and W3(OH) (Mathys 1989).
It has been suggested that IC 1795 triggered the formation of other
star forming regions in a hierarchical progression (Oey et al. 2005).
Román-Zúñiga et al. (2015) argued that IC 1795 formed first, about
3–5 Myr ago (Oey et al. 2005), followed by the W3 Main cluster
located to its west edge, and the W3(OH) to the east, both with
ages of 2–3 Myr according to spectroscopic studies (Navarete et al.
2011; Bik et al. 2012). The GMC harbours totally ∼100 OB stars
of which the O-type population stars concentrate in W3 Main and
IC 1795 and the B-type stars are not confined to the HDL, giving a
hint that the star formation in the W3 complex began spontaneously
and is earlier than the age of the clusters (Kiminki et al. 2015).
The Chandra study by Feigelson & Townsley (2008) also indicated
that the clusters in W3 extend widely and are highly structured and
the sources therein are located at relatively large distances from the
dynamical centers.

Adjacent to the northwest of the W3 complex is a well-known
middle-aged SNR HB3 (G 132.7+1.3) with a diameter of ∼1.3◦
traced by radio data (Routledge et al. 1991; Green 2014). The
12CO(J = 1–0) line emission around W3 is partly surrounded by
a region of enhanced radio continuum emission from HB3, indicat-
ing that there exist interactions between HB3 and gas from the W3
complex (Routledge et al. 1991; Zhou et al. 2016). The distance to
the SNR is therefore considered to be the same as that of W3 (Zhou
et al. 2016). The age was estimated to be ∼ 1.95 × 104 years based
on X-ray data (Lazendic & Slane 2006). A pulsar with 𝜏c∼13 Myr
detected by Lorimer et al. (1998) is close to the SNR’s boundary
but it seems to have no correlation with the remnant.

Using about 5.5-year Fermi-LAT data, Katagiri et al. (2016)
modelled the 𝛾-ray emissions of W3 complex and SNR HB3 as CO
template and an uniform disk which is adopted by Fermi collabo-
ration in 4FGL catalog, and argued these 𝛾-ray emissions have the

same origin which is the interactions between the hadrons acceler-
ated by the SNR and ambient gas. And the pion-bump feature of W3
was firstly detected by Abdollahi et al. (2022b). The contribution of
YMCs may play an important role in the Galactic CRs (Aharonian
et al. 2019; Peron et al. 2024). Yet the potential contribution to
gamma rays and CRs of YMCs in W3 complex is not considered
in Katagiri et al. (2016). We conduct a detailed analysis in this re-
gion taking advantage of nearly 14 years of Fermi-LAT data and
considering the impact of star clusters.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect.2, we present the
data set and the results of the data analyses. The gas distributions
are derived in Sect.3. And we investigate the possible origin of
the 𝛾-ray emissions in Sect.4. The discussion and conclusion are
presented in Sect.5.

2 Fermi-LAT DATA ANALYSIS

𝐹𝑒𝑟𝑚𝑖 Gamma-Ray Space Telescope was launched on 2008 June
11, its main instrument the Large Area Telescope (LAT) operates
in the 𝛾-ray energy band from ∼20 MeV to >300 GeV. The LAT
has a larger field of view (∼2.4 sr), a larger effective area (∼8000
cm2 for >1 GeV on-axis), improved point-spread function (PSF)
and sensitivity compared to previous high-energy 𝛾-ray telescopes
(Abdo et al. 2009; Ackermann et al. 2012a).

We select the Fermi-LAT Pass 8 data toward the W3 region
from August 4, 2008 (MET 239557417) until July 3, 2022 (MET
678583830), and use the standard LAT analysis software pack-
age v11r5p3 1. A 14◦ × 14◦ square region centered at the po-
sition of W3 (R.A. = 35.62◦, Dec. = 61.94◦) is taken as the re-
gion of interest (ROI). The instrument response functions (IRFs)
P8R3_SOURCE_V3 are adopted for SOURCE events (evclass =
128). We also apply the recommended expression (DATA_QUAL >

0)&&(LAT_CONFIG == 1) to pick out the good time intervals
(GTIs) based on the information provided in the spacecraft file. In
order to reduce 𝛾-ray contamination from the Earth’s albedo, only
events with zenith angles less than 90◦ are included in the analy-
sis. The source model generated using the script make4FGLxml.py2

is based on the 4FGL-DR3 source catalog (Abdollahi et al. 2020,
2022a). It consists of all spectral and spatial parameters of the 4FGL
sources whose positions are within a radius of 20◦ centered at W3
as well as the Galactic diffuse emission gll_iem_v07.fits and the
isotropic emission iso_P8R3_SOURCE_V3_v1.txt3. We use PSF
type events to perform the joint likelihood analysis and use the
optimizer NEWMINUIT. The binned likelihood analysis is per-
formed by gtlike tool. We firstly preform the fitting using the model
produced by Fermi Collaboration, then limit the number of free
parameters to less than 15, i.e., we only free the spectral parameters
of two sources, W3 and HB3, and the normalization parameters of
sources within 5◦ from the ROI center as well as the two diffuse
background components. And we account for the effect of energy
dispersion by using edisp_bins=-3. We note that there are two ex-
tended sources: 4FGL J0222.4+6156e and 4FGL J0221.4+6241e
are associated with W3 and HB3, respectively.

1 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/

software/
2 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/user/
3 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/access/lat/

BackgroundModels.html
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2.1 Morphological Analysis

We split the data into four event types with associated PSF0, PSF1,
PSF2, and PSF3, respectively, to avoid diluting high-quality events
(PSF3) with poorly localized ones (PSF0) to perform a joint like-
lihood fit for morphology analysis. Attractively, in the analysis we
find apparently energy-dependent phenomenon of 𝛾-ray emissions.
We derive the residual maps of W3 and HB3 in 1-2, 2-5, 5-10,
>10 GeV energy bands, find the morphologies of 𝛾-rays are ex-
tended below 10 GeV and point-like above 10 GeV, and the peaks
of 𝛾-ray emissions shift from west below 10 GeV to east above 10
GeV. Thus, as shown in Fig.1, we generate the 𝛾-ray residual maps
in the 3.5◦ × 3.5◦ region around W3 in the 1-10 GeV and 10-300
GeV energy bands by subtracting the 4FGL J0222.4+6156e associ-
ated with W3 and 4FGL J0221.4+6241e related to HB3 from the
background. It is apparent that as the photon energy goes higher
the 𝛾-ray morphology varies from diffuse to point-like, and the
emission peak shifts from west to east. To make clear the confu-
sion around W3, we apply specific likelihood ratio tests on different
𝛾-ray spatial distribution hypotheses in both low (1∼10 GeV) and
high (>10 GeV) energy ranges. The minimum value of − log(L) via
the gtlike process corresponds to the largest likelihood value Lmax
in the maximum likelihood method. The test statistic is defined as
TS = 2 log(L1/L0), where L0 is the likelihood value of the null
hypothesis and L1 is the likelihood of the hypothesis tested. Ac-
cording to the theorems in Wilks (1938); Protassov et al. (2002),
the statistical significance 𝜎 can be approximated from the distri-
bution of the chi-square with n degrees of freedom, where n is the
number of extra free parameters in the test hypothesis. Following
the definition and method in Lande et al. (2012), the extension test
statistic 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 source model. The 𝛾-ray source is considered to be
significantly extended only if TSext ≥ 16. And we apply the Akaike
Information Criterion (AIC, Akaike (1974)), which is defined as
AIC = −2 log(L) + 2𝑘 , where 𝑘 is the number of free parameters
in the model. The ΔAIC we calculate is obtained by subtracting the
AIC of the testing model from the AIC of the background model.
Thus the maximum value ofΔAIC corresponds to the best-fit model
like ΔlogL and TS values.

The residual 𝛾-ray emissions below 10 GeV mostly overlap
with the GMC W3 as seen in the upper panel of Fig.1. We focus on
the 𝛾-ray emissions around GMC W3, firstly optimize the model of
HB3 considering the two identified sources with spatial overlap. We
replace the model of HB3 (4FGL J0222.4+6156e) with a uniform
disk with PowerLaw (PL) spectral type, and find a best-fit model by
varying the center and radius of the disk (R.A. = 34.9◦±0.1◦, Dec.
= 62.6◦±0.05◦, radius=0.7◦±0.05◦). We add the optimized uniform
disk into the background in the following analyses. Then we replace
the W3 (4FGL J0221.4+6241e) with several different models. It
is remarkable that the morphology of 𝛾-ray emissions around W3
tends to be relatively symmetrical, so we prefer to test symmetri-
cal models. We test sources including the point-like source, radial
Gaussian, elliptical Gaussian centered at the peak of the residual
map (𝑝𝑙𝑜𝑤 , R.A. = 35.99◦, Dec. = 62.01◦) through changing the
radii or long and short axes. We also test two templates of CO due to
the spatial coincidence with molecular gas (see Sect.3). The models
we test are all with the single power law (PL) spectral type. As ex-
pected, the CO templates with asymmetric distribution with respect
to 𝑝𝑙𝑜𝑤 is not the best-fit model, which is different from that of
Katagiri et al. (2016). The best-fit model is the elliptical Gaussian

Figure 1. Fermi-LAT residual maps in units of counts with pixel size of 0.05◦
in the 3.5◦ × 3.5◦ region around W3 after subtracting diffuse emissions and
all 4FGL sources except 4FGL J0222.4+6156e and 4FGL J0221.4+6241e
which are associated with W3 and HB3 (white circles). The white plus
indicates the point source 4FGL J0211.5+6219. The violet contours show
the distribution of CO gas of MWISP (See details in Sect.3). The upper
panel shows the residual map from 1 GeV to 10 GeV. The cyan ellipse and
circle show the best-fit elliptical Gaussian modeling W3 complex and the
optimized uniform disk modeling HB3 in the 1-10 GeV band, respectively.
The lower panel shows the residual map above 10 GeV. The black asterisk
denotes the peak of the residual map at which we add a new point-like source
in our subsequent analysis. The cyan diamond near the asterisk shows the
location of YMC W3 Main.

(𝜎 to semimajor is 0.88±0.12, and the ratio of short and long axes,
𝑟b/a is 0.4±0.04).

The lower panel in Fig.1 gives an intriguing picture that the
𝛾-ray emissions above 10 GeV concentrate in a small region where
the YMCs and densest molecular gas are located. Since we have
optimized the model of HB3 in low energy band, we replace the
model of HB3 (4FGL J0222.4+6156e) with the optimized uniform
disk and find there is almost no change of the likelihood value. So we
also take the optimized uniform disk representing the model of HB3
as the background. Then, we replace W3 (4FGL J0222.4+6156e)
with a point-like source with a PL spectrum at the peak site (𝑝ℎ𝑖𝑔ℎ,
R.A. = 36.42◦, Dec. = 62.06◦) of residual map. To test the extension
of the point-like source, we replace it with CO templates and radial
Gaussian centered at 𝑝ℎ𝑖𝑔ℎ. Through changing the radius (𝜎disk)

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2023)
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from 0.05◦ to 0.5◦ with a step of 0.05◦, we find the best-fit radius is
0.15◦. The best-fit radial Gaussian shows the maximum likelihood
value. However, the TSext value of 7 is less than 16 indicating that
there is no significant extension. We also use the elliptical Gaussian
model fitted to the data in the 1-10 GeV energy range to replace W3,
which shows very poor improvement with respect to the background.
This scenario is also a support for the energy-dependent distribution
of gamma rays around W3 complex.

Thus, in the new model, we adopt the elliptical Gaussian (here-
after referred to as src A) and a point-like source near the cluster
site (hereafter referred to as src B) to represent the 𝛾-ray emissions
around W3, and an optimized uniform disk for HB3. We perform
the binned likelihood analysis based on the new model in the energy
range of 1 GeV to 300 GeV. Compared to the model provided in
the 4FGL-DR3 catalog, the improvement of TS of the new model
approaches 85, corresponding to ∼ 9𝜎. The TS values of the best-fit
model and other templates are listed in Table.1.

2.2 Spectral analysis

To further study the influence of spectral type, we change the spectral
type of src A to LogParabola (LogP), BrokenPowerLaw (BPL), and
PLSupperExpCutoff (PLEC), respectively, and the spectra of the
other two sources remain to be PL. The formulae of these spectra
are presented in Table 2. We find the best spectral type of src
A through the binned likelihood analysis. Then we keep the best
choice for src A and remain the model of HB3 to be PL, and change
the spectrum of src B to LogP, BPL, and PLEC, respectively, to find
the best spectral function of src B. We use a similar approach to find
the best spectrum for the model of HB3. The TS of each spectral
type can be seen in Table 3. Here we regard the PL spectrum as
the null hypothesis. The src A prefers a LogP spectrum and the
other two sources will keep using the PL function in later analysis
considering the small TS values. For the GeV 𝛾-ray emission of src
A, the photon indices are 𝛼 = 2.37±0.07 and 𝛽 = 0.25±0.04. The
energy flux is (1.94 ± 0.05) × 10−11 erg cm−2 s−1, corresponding
to a 𝛾-ray luminosity of ∼ 9.28 × 1033 erg s−1. Here we adopt a
distance of 2 kpc for W3 in the analysis. For the 𝛾-ray emission of
HB3, we obtain the index of 𝛼 = 2.87 ± 0.09. The energy flux is
(6.91±0.40) ×10−12 erg cm−2 s−1 corresponding to luminosity of
∼ 3.31× 1033 erg s−1. For the 𝛾-ray emission from src B, the index
is 2.19 ± 0.25, the flux is ∼ (4.06 ± 2.27) × 10−13 erg cm−2 s−1

equivalent to a 𝛾-ray luminosity of ∼ 1.94 × 1032 erg s−1.
Following the algorithm in Bruel (2021), we use the

gtpsmap.py4 to generate the PS map to test the goodness-of-fit
of data-model agreement. We generate the PS maps covering the
ROI (14◦ × 14◦) of the model that adopted in this work and the
model which only includes 4FGL J0222.4+6156e for W3 and 4FGL
J0221.4+6241e for HB3. As we can see in the left panel in Fig.2,
in the northeast of W3 there is an obvious positive residual where
we add a point source into the background. Also, an obvious deficit
2.3◦ away from W3 complex is coincident with 4FGL J0240.5+6113
which is associated with a fairly complex high mass X-ray binary
system LSI +61 303. We alter the spectral type from LogP adopted
in 4FGL catalog to PL, BPL and PLEC, where BPL shows a bet-
ter description of the model since the TS (sophisticated spectra
relative to PL) is 24 higher than that of LogP. Then we take the
X-ray binary with a BPL spectrum as the background. And for the
large-scale clustering of residuals, with negative residuals mainly

4 https://fermi.gscf.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analuysis/user

distributed along the Galactic plane and in a large blob centred
at R.A. = 35◦, Dec. = 57◦, and positive residuals elsewhere, we
replace the interstellar emission model (IEM) gll_iem_v07 of the
standard version provided by Fermi collaboration with alternative
IEM including dust template derived from Planck Collaboration
et al. (2011) and IC emission template generated by GALPROP
code with the GALDEF identification 𝑆𝑌𝑍6𝑅30𝑇150𝐶2 used in
Acero et al. (2016a) to check the impact of diffuse background. The
result also shows the scenario of clustering of residuals which can-
not be eliminated by alternative IEM. We use other three templates
(CO, CO+H i, and CO+H i+H ii, in which CO is the same as that in
gll_iem_07, see details in Sec.3) to replace the dust template sepa-
rately as well, of which the fitting results get even worse than that
of dust template. We therefore take the standard IEM as the diffuse
emission model in this work. Comparing the right to the left panel
in Fig.2, the model in this work do reduce the deficit with respect
to the model only including 4FGL catalog sources in the vicinity of
W3 complex, which makes our results more plausible. As for the
deficit region around the X-ray binary a dedicated work is needed.

A pion-bump feature was found by Abdollahi et al. (2022b) for
4FGL J0222.4+6156e associated with W3. We have replaced 4FGL
J0222.4+6156e with two sources, src A and src B, of which src
A contribute the most fluxes. We refer to the method in Abdollahi
et al. (2022b) to identify the pion-bump feature. We use PSF3 and
PSF2 type events in the energy band from 100 MeV to 1 GeV and
edisp_bins=-3 to perform binned likelihood analysis which includes
10 logarithmically spaced bins. The model obtained above is taken
as the initial model to test the spectral curvature of src A. We fit the
initial model where the spectral type is PL at first, then replace the
spectrum with LogP spectral type. The improvement of the LogP
model with respect to the PL one is performed by determining
TSLogP = 2(lnLLogP − lnLPL). The resultant TSLogP is 73 above
9 (which corresponds to 3𝜎 improvement for one additional degree
of freedom), we then test a smoothly broken PL (SBPL),

𝑑𝑁/𝑑𝐸 = 𝑁0 (𝐸/𝐸0)−Γ1 (1 + (𝐸/𝐸br) (Γ2−Γ1 )/𝛼)−𝛼, (1)

where N0 is the differential flux at 𝐸0 = 300 MeV and 𝛼 = 0.1.
This adds two additional degrees of freedom with respect to the PL
model (the break energy 𝐸br and a second spectral index Γ2). The
improvement with respect to the PL one is determined by TSSBPL
= 2(lnLSBPL − lnLPL). We require TSSBPL > 12 (implying a 3𝜎
improvement for two additional degrees of freedom) to keep the
source in the significant energy break. The tested TSSBPL = 71.6
above 12 indicating a significant energy break which is the signature
of pion-bump. The break value of 430± 40 MeV is also compatible
within 1𝜎 with 465±88 MeV in Abdollahi et al. (2022b).

We extract the spectral energy distributions (SEDs) of src A,
src B and HB3 by performing the maximum likelihood fitting in
logarithmically spaced energy bins above 100 MeV. We calculate
2𝜎 upper limits for the energy bins in which the source’s significance
is lower than 2𝜎. The extracted SEDs is shown in Figure 3. The
solid lines represent the predicted 𝛾-ray emissions assuming the
CR densities are equal to the ones at the Earth measured by AMS-
02 (Aguilar et al. 2015). The gas densities used to predict fluxes
of 𝛾-ray emissions are 230 cm−3 and 27 cm−3 for src A and HB3,
respectively (See details in Sec.3). For src B, we take gases where the
density of H2 is above 1022 cm−2 (∼ 1.92×104𝑀⊙) to estimate the
predicted 𝛾-ray flux from local CRs. Although the extracted spectra
of src A and HB3 do not get significantly harder with respect to
the predicted ones, the fluxes have obvious excesses. In order to
estimate the systematic uncertainty associated with the imperfect
modeling of the Galactic diffuse emission, we use eight alternative
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Table 1. Results of spatial analyses for different models.

Energy Range Model𝑎 Δ logL TS D.o.f. ΔAIC

1-10 GeV fermibkg𝑏 0 0 11 0
1ps𝑐 1317 2635 13 2631

radial Gaussian 1643 3286 14 3280
CO(Dame) 1694 3388 13 3384

CO(MWISP) 1671 3343 13 3339
elliptical Gaussian 1723 3446 15 3438

10-300 GeV fermibkg 0 0 11 0
1ps 14 28 13 24

CO(Dame) 13 26 13 22
CO(MWISP) 13 26 13 22

radial Gaussian 17 35 14 29
elliptical Gaussian 1 2 15 -6

1-300 GeV fermibkg 0 0 11 0
fermi sources𝑑 1702 3404 15 3394

elliptical Gaussian + 1ps 1745 3489 17 3472

𝑎 The spatial models here are for the source associated with W3.
𝑏 No source associated with W3.
𝑐 Single point source.
𝑑 4FGL J0222.4+6156e.

Table 2. Formulae for the 𝛾-ray and particle spectral distributions.

Name Formulae Free Parameters

𝛾-ray PL d𝑁/d𝐸 = 𝑁0 (𝐸/𝐸0 )−Γ 𝑁0, Γ

LogP d𝑁/d𝐸 = 𝑁0 (𝐸/𝐸b )−Γ−𝛽log(𝐸/𝐸b ) 𝑁0, Γ, 𝛽
PLEC d𝑁/d𝐸 = 𝑁0 (𝐸/𝐸b )−Γexp(−𝐸/𝐸cut ) 𝑁0, Γ, 𝐸cut

BPL d𝑁/d𝐸 =

{
𝑁0 (𝐸/𝐸b )−Γ1 : 𝐸 < 𝐸b

𝑁0 (𝐸/𝐸b )−Γ2 : 𝐸 > 𝐸b
𝑁0, Γ1, Γ2, 𝐸b

Particle PL 𝑁 (𝐸 ) = 𝐴(𝐸/𝐸0 )−𝛼 𝐴, 𝛼

ECPL 𝑁 (𝐸 ) = 𝐴(𝐸/𝐸0 )−𝛼exp(−(𝐸/𝐸cut ) ) 𝐴, 𝛼, 𝐸cut
LogP 𝑁 (𝐸 ) = 𝐴(𝐸/𝐸0 )−𝛼−𝛽log(𝐸/𝐸0 ) 𝐴, 𝛼, 𝛽

BPL 𝑁 (𝐸 ) =
{
𝐴(𝐸/𝐸0 )−𝛼1 : 𝐸 < 𝐸b

𝐴(𝐸b/𝐸0 )𝛼2−𝛼1 (𝐸/𝐸0 )−𝛼2 : 𝐸 > 𝐸b
𝐴, 𝛼1, 𝛼2, 𝐸b

Table 3. The likelihood-ratio test statistics (TS) for different spectral types
favored over a PL null hypothesis.

Spectral Type PL LogP BPL PLEC

src A𝑎 0 27.4 16.6 26.0
src B𝑏 0 1.6 0.1 1.8
HB3𝑐 0 0.3 0.3 0.1

𝑎 The spectral type of src B and HB3 are PL.
𝑏 The spectral type of src A is LogP, the spectral type of HB3 is PL.
𝑐 The spectral type of src A is LogP, the spectral type of src B is PL.

interstellar emission models (IEMs) generated through GALPROP5

(three variables: the CR source distributions of SNRs according to
Case & Bhattacharya (1998) and of pulsars according to Lorimer
et al. (2006), the height of the CR propagation halo of 4 and 10
kpc, and the uniform spin temperature of 150 K and 10000 K) to
repeat the analysis following Abdollahi et al. (2022b) and Acero

5 http://glaprop.stanford.edu/

et al. (2016b). In addition to the uncertainty of the IEM, we also
consider the systematic errors due to the varied effective area of the
detector.6 The total errors are obtained by adding the statistical and
systematic errors in quadrature.

3 GAS CONTENT AROUND W3

CRs generate diffuse 𝛾-ray emission by interacting with interstellar
gas and radiation fields during their propagation through the Galaxy.
We can use the gas templates to derive the spatial and spectral
information of the diffuse 𝛾-ray emission if they have good spatial
correlation. We study three different gas phases, i.e., the molecular
hydrogen (H2), the ionized hydrogen (H ii), and the neutral atomic
hydrogen (H i), in the vicinity of the W3 region.

We adopt the observations of 12CO line emissions toward W3
with the Purple Mountain Observatory Delingha 13.7 m millimeter-
wavelength telescope (Zuo et al. 2011), which is a part of the Milky

6 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/LAT_

caveats.html
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Figure 2. The PS maps for diagnostics of the goodness-of-fit. The left panel shows the PS map of the model only including sources in 4FGL catalog, and the
right panel shows the PS map of the model adopted in this work. The red circles in the left panel represent two 4FGL sources, 4FGL J0221.4+6241e and 4FGL
J0222.46156e, uesd to model the SNR HB3 and W3 complex by Fermi collaboration. The red diamond shows 4FGL J0240.5+6113, which is associated with
X-ray binary LSI +61 303. And the three blue models in the right panel represent the three optimized sources used in this work. The limits of the colorbar are
-2.57 and 2.57, respectively, corresponding to 3𝜎.

Figure 3. SEDs of the 𝛾-ray emissions above 100 MeV of src A (red points),
src B (green points) and HB3 (blue points). The solid lines represent the
predicted 𝛾-ray emissions of sources assuming the CR densities are the
same as those measured locally by AMS-02 (Aguilar et al. 2015). Both the
statistical and systematic errors are considered.

Way Image Scroll Painting (MWISP) survey project 7 to trace the
molecular hydrogen H2 (referred to as CO MWISP). We also gener-
ate the composite CO survey data from Dame et al. (2001) (referred
to as CO Dame) which is the same as that in Katagiri et al. (2016).
We analyze the H2 by the standard assumption of a linear relation-
ship between the column density of molecular hydrogen, 𝑁H2 , and
the velocity-integrated brightness temperature of 2.6 mm line of the
carbon monoxide (CO), WCO, i.e. 𝑁 (H2) = 𝑋CO ×𝑊CO (Lebrun
et al. 1983; Dame et al. 2001). 𝑋CO is the empirical conversion
factor which is set to be 2.0 × 1020 cm−2 K−1 km−1 s according
to Dame et al. (2001); Bolatto et al. (2013). H2 distribution shown

7 http://www.radioast.nsdc.cn/yhhjindex.php

in the left panel of Fig.4 is derived according to the range of radial
velocity, -44.2 ∼ -33.8 km s−1 (Katagiri et al. 2016).

A large diffuse H ii region IC 1795 is located between W3
Main and W3(OH). The galactic coordinate (R.A. = 133.86◦, Dec.
= 1.15◦) of IC 1795 implies it is toward the outer galaxy where
relatively less gas is existing. And other HII regions are not discov-
ered in the direction. So we consider the same distance of HII as
that of W3 complex. To trace H ii, we utilize the free-free emission
map which is derived from Planck, WMAP and 408 MHz radio
observations (Planck Collaboration et al. 2016). We firstly use the
conversion factor in Table 1 of Finkbeiner (2003) to convert the
emission measure (EM) into free-free intensity (𝐼𝜈). Then we cal-
culate the H ii column density by using the Eq.(5) of Sodroski et al.
(1997),

𝑁H ii =1.2 × 1015 cm−2
(
𝑇e
1 K

)0.35 ( 𝜈

1 GHz

)0.1
(

𝑛e
1 cm−3

)−1

× 𝐼𝜈

1 Jy sr−1 ,

(2)

where the conversion frequency 𝜈 is at 353 GHz, and the electron
temperature 𝑇e = 8000 K. We choose 2 cm−3 recommended by
Sodroski et al. (1997) to derive the H ii column density for regions
outside the solar circle. The derived gas column density map is
shown in the middle panel of Fig.4.

The H i data is taken from H i 4𝜋 survey (HI4PI), a data-cube of
21-cm all-sky Galactic H i observations (HI4PI Collaboration et al.
2016). We derive the H i column density 𝑁H i via the expression

𝑁H i = −1.83 × 1018 cm−2 𝑇s

∫
d𝜐 ln

(
1 − 𝑇B

𝑇s − 𝑇bg

)
, (3)

where 𝑇B and 𝑇bg ≈ 2.66 K are the brightness temperature of
the H i and the brightness temperature of the cosmic microwave
background radiation at 21 cm, respectively. In case of𝑇B > 𝑇s−5 K,
we truncate 𝑇B to 𝑇s − 5 K following Ackermann et al. (2012b), in
which a uniform spin temperature 𝑇s is 150 K. The integral velocity
range is the same as that of CO gas. The column density map of H i
is shown in the right panel of Fig.4, where the red ellipse indicates
the src A and the inverted triangle represents the H ii region IC
1795.
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Figure 4. Maps of gas column densities for three gas phases. The left panel shows the H2 column density derived from the CO MWISP data, where the violet
contours represent the distributions of CO Dame. The middle panel shows the H ii column density derived from the Planck free-free map assuming the effective
density of electrons 𝑛e = 2 cm−3. The right panel shows the map of H i column density derived from 21-cm all-sky survey. The red ellipse indicates the src A,
and the inverted triangle represents the H ii region IC 1795.

Table 4. The masses and number densities of gases corresponding to the
regions of src A and HB3.

gas phases region mass (104𝑀⊙ ) number density (cm−3)

H2+H ii src A 13.77 230
H2+H i+H ii HB3 8.07 27

The total mass is calculated via the expression

𝑀H = 𝑚H𝑁H𝐴angular𝑑
2 (4)

in which𝑚H is the mass of hydrogen atom, 𝑁H = 𝑁H i+2𝑁H2+𝑁H ii
is the column density of atoms in each pixel, 𝐴angular is the angular
area and 𝑑 is the distance. We take the model of src A as an ellipsoid
and HB3 as a sphere. Then we get the volume of ellipsoid by
𝑉 = 4

3𝜋𝑟1𝑟
2
2 , where 𝑟1 is the semimajor and 𝑟2 is the semiminor. 𝑟1,

𝑟2 are calculated according to 𝑟 = 𝑑 × 𝜃(rad) where 𝑑 and 𝜃 are the
distance to Earth and the observational scale of projection on the
sky, respectively. When calculating the mass of H2, we use the data
from CO MWISP owing to the better spatial and velocity resolution
with respect to CO Dame. Since relative small mass of H i, less
than ten percent of the sum of H2 and H ii, whether or not HI is
considered has little effect on the fitting proton spectrum. Coupled
with the spatial coincidence with molecular and ionized hydrogen,
we adopt H2 and H ii to derive the gas number density of src A.
The derived gas number density of src A is ∼ 230 cm−3. For HB3,
because of the comparable mass of H2, H ii and H i, we account for
the three phase gases to derive the number density, ∼27 cm−3. The
masses of gases and derived number densities are shown in Tab. 4.

4 THE ORIGIN OF GAMMA-RAY EMISSION

To clarify the possible radiation mechanisms of the 𝛾-ray emissions
around W3, we fit the SEDs using the Naima package8 (Zabalza
2015). Naima allows for a Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
fitting through the use of emcee (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013).

8 https://naima.readthedocs.io/en/latest/index.html

4.1 src A

We note that there is a clear spatial correlation between the extended
GeV 𝛾-ray emission of src A and the molecular hydrogen gas,
though the densest region of the molecular gas deviates from the
peak of the 𝛾-ray emissions and the model centroid. The pion-bump
feature (See details in Sec 2.2) indicates a possible hadronic origin
for the 𝛾-ray emissions. We firstly assume the 𝛾-ray emissions are
produced from proton-proton inelastic interactions (PP) of the CRs
with ambient gas via the pion-decay process. We assume the parent
protons have different spectral distributions including PowerLaw
(PL), LogParabola (LogP), Exponential Cutoff PowerLaw (ECPL)
and Broken PowerLaw (BPL), and use the 𝛾-ray production cross-
section of Kafexhiu et al. (2014) of the proton-proton collision (PP)
model to fit the 𝛾-ray data points. The gas number density of src A
is set to 230 cm−3. We adopt the ECPL spectrum which shows the
maximum likelihood value among those spectral models of parent
protons. As shown in the left panel of Fig.5, the red data points are
the SED of src A which is the same as that in Fig. 3, and the red
solid line is the fitting result of the PP model. The derived indices
are 𝛼 = 2.66 ± 0.11, 𝐸cut = 80+30

−20 GeV, and the total energy of
protons is 𝑊p = (1.89+0.10

−0.08 × 1048 erg above 2 GeV.
We also consider the leptonic origin of the 𝛾-ray emissions with

the inverse Compton (IC) scattering scenario. The seed photon fields
of IC scattering include Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB),
infrared radiation (IR), and optical radiation based on the model
by Popescu et al. (2017). We use the formalism in Khangulyan
et al. (2014) with different electron distributions to fit the SED. The
black solid line in Figure 5 is the fitting result of the IC model.
The best-fit electron spectrum is BPL, the derived indices are 𝛼1 =

0.80 ± 0.20, 𝛼2 = 4.47+0.20
−0.14, and the total energy is 𝑊e = (1.63 ±

0.16) × 1050 erg for the electrons above 2 GeV, which is slightly
more than 10 percent of typical energy of a supernova explosion.
From the perspective of energy budget, the fitting results seem to
support the hadronic origin, but we cannot formally rule out the
leptonic scenario as a result of potential enhanced radiation fields
provided by stars in W3 complex.

4.2 HB3

We fit the SED of HB3 with the PP and IC model with various par-
ticle spectra. The BPL distribution shows the maximum likelihood
value for both PP and IC model. For PP model, the proton index𝛼1 =

1.1+0.4
−0.5, 𝛼2 = 3.2+0.7

−0.3, 𝐸b = 18 ± 3GeV,𝑊p = 4.0 ± 0.3 × 1048erg
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Figure 5. The SEDs of src A and HB3 are the same as that in Fig.3. The colored and black solid lines are the fitting lines for the pion decay model and the IC
model, respectively.

for protons above 2 GeV. For IC model, the derived index 𝛼1 =

0.7±0.3, 𝛼2 = 5.2+1.0
−0.6, 𝐸b = 12±1.3GeV,𝑊e = 4.2±0.3×1049erg

for electrons above 2 GeV. The blue data points in the right panel
of Fig.5 are the SED of HB3 which is the same as that in Fig.3, the
blue and black solid line are the fitting results of PP and IC models,
respectively. Boumis et al. (2022) obtained the energy of HB3 SNR
about (3.70±1.50) × 1051 erg assuming that the SNR is in the Pres-
sure Driven Snowplow (PDS) evolution phase. Lazendic & Slane
(2006) estimated the explosion energy of (3.40 ± 1.50) × 1050 erg
through X-ray emission assuming the SNR is in the adiabatic stage.
Regardless of whether CRs being hadrons or leptons, the explosion
of the supernova is able to offer sufficient energy.

4.3 src B

Src B is a new point source that is not included in the 4FGL catalog
at the position of the cluster W3 Main. Due to only few data points,
the parent particle spectral parameters is poorly limited. However,
the flux of src B indeed exists excess when the photon energy
is above 10 GeV as can be seen from Fig.3, which conforms to
the morphology analysis. And the data points of the SED shows
a slight hardening trend relative to the predicted 𝛾-ray emissions.
This scenario makes the model in which we resolve W3 into two
components in this work more plausible.

5 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We present a detailed analysis based on about fourteen years of
Fermi-LAT data toward the W3 complex. Through the spatial anal-
ysis, we resolve the excess of 𝛾-ray emissions from W3 into two
components, an elliptical Gaussian covering the molecular gas and
a point-like source near the cluster W3 Main.

For src A, the pion-bump feature and better fitting result of
pion-decay model, and the spatial consistence of the 𝛾-ray emission
with the molecular gas naturally favor the hadronic origin. There
are two promising celestial objects of CRs around the W3, the
SNR HB3 located at the northwest of W3 and YMCs lying in
the high-density layer. Assuming a single massive star powering
kinetic energy of ∼3 × 1048 erg within ∼ 1 Myr (Ezoe et al. 2006),
the whole clusters harbouring ∼ 100 OB stars (Yamada et al. 2021)

can produce a total energy of 6 × 1050erg taking into account the
age of clusters of 2 Myr (Kiminki et al. 2015). It is significantly
higher than the derived energy of parent protons (1.89+0.10

−0.08) ×
1048 erg under the hadronic scenario. So these YMCs have the
capability to power the CRs. And no pulsars and pulsar winds
nebulae are detected nearby the GMC. If we only consider YMCs
as the origin of 𝛾-ray emission from src A, the derived energy
of CR protons is ∼ 1048 erg and the wind power of the whole
clusters is about 1037 erg s−1. So the confinement time of CRs can
reach 1012 s assuming a acceleration efficiency of 10%. Taking into
account of the distance of the YMC W3 Main to the rim of 𝛾-ray
emissions about 37 pc (1.08◦ in 2 kpc). The diffuse coefficient can be
estimated by 𝐷 = 𝑙2

4𝑇 as ∼ 3.23×1027 cm2 s−1. Actually, due to the
approximately symmetric morphology and the large extension of the
𝛾-ray emission of W3, it is possibly to be that the CRs are accelerated
near the peak of the 𝛾-ray emission and propagate around. Thus the
interactions between the winds of clusters and shock produced by
SNR could be the natural explanation of the origin of parent CRs. If
so, the diffuse coefficient should be more than 1.29 ×1027cm2s−1

considering that the diffuse time is smaller than the age of the
SNR HB3 (∼3 ×104 yr). The two assumptions both obtain a slow
diffuse coefficient ∼2 magnitudes smaller than that in the galactic
plane (Strong & Moskalenko 1998), suggesting that there may exist
strong magnetic fields or turbulence probably due to the gas density
gradient (Crutcher 2012). Nevertheless, accounting for the index of
proton spectrum from src A of 2.6 is close to the local CR spectral
index, we can not rule out that these emissions come from the
large-scale background CRs population interacting with extra gas.

The new point-like source src B lying at the cluster W3 Main
is only bright above several GeV, which could be caused by the
obstruction of CR penetration due to the very high density of the
gas. It may be similar to that in Yang et al. (2023). The difference
in photon indices between src A and src B also implies that 𝛾-ray
emissions of two sources have different origins (If the spectrum of
src A is a PL, the index will be 2.87±0.03.). The spatial coincidence
between the 𝛾-ray emission and W3 Main, and similar photon index
with other YMC systems (Ge et al. 2022; Liu et al. 2022) indicate
it may be directly powered by the star cluster. The W3 Main cluster
has enough luminosity ∼1.90 × 1036 erg s−1 (considering one fifth
of total wind power for W3 Main) to drive the source ∼1.94 × 1032
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erg s−1. It may be another YMC system that powers high-energy
CRs interacting with surrounding gas to produce 𝛾-ray emissions.

And one can suppose that the 𝛾-ray emissions around W3, src
A and src B, are both produced by the proton-proton interaction
between relativistic hadrons accelerated by shock from SNR and
ambient gas similar to that of Katagiri et al. (2016). The higher-
energy 𝛾-ray emission in Src B is further than the lower-energy
𝛾-ray emission in src A with respect to the SNR, which may be
due to the the energy-dependent propagation where high-energy
CRs can propagate further. While, in that case, high-energy CRs
should collide with almost the entire molecular gas and illuminate
the whole molecular gas, which is contradictory with the observed
higher-energy 𝛾-ray emissions shown in Fig 1 lower panel. The
possible explanation is that the 𝛾-ray emissions produced by high-
energy CRs is relatively weak so it was not found in the TS map or
counts map, but only the area with highest gas density is bright above
10 GeV. It should be noted that although MWISP project tracing CO
uses more advanced instruments, the CO data from MWISP project
we used is actually different from the CO in background gll_iem_v07
from Dame et al. (2001), between which the inconsistency may have
an impact on our conclusion. In addition, the clustering of residuals
in Fig.2 may have an effect upon our result, which need more subtle
and detailed gas analysis. Further deep investigations of energy-
dependent morphology are needed with great caution.
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