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ABSTRACT
Neutral hydrogen (HI) bubbles and shells are common in the interstellar medium (ISM). Studying their properties provides insight
into the characteristics of the local ISM as well as the galaxy in which the bubbles reside. We report the detection of magnetic
fields associated with superbubbles in the nearby irregular galaxy, the Small Magellanic Cloud (SMC). Using the Polarisation
Sky Survey of the Universe’s Magnetism (POSSUM) pilot survey, we obtain a high-density grid (≈ 25 sources deg−2) of Faraday
rotation measure (RM) from polarized sources behind the SMC. This provides a sufficiently large number of RM measurements
to study the magnetic properties of three of the largest HI shells previously identified in the SMC. The RM profiles as a function
of distance from the shell centre show characteristic patterns at angular scales comparable to the shell size. We demonstrate that
this can be explained by magneto-hydrodynamic simulation models of bubbles expanding in magnetised environments. From the
observations, we estimate the line-of-sight magnetic field strength at the edges of the shells is enhanced by ∼ 1 𝜇G with respect
to their centres. This is an order of magnitude larger than the field strength in the ambient medium (∼ 0.1 𝜇G) estimated based
on the expansion velocity of the shells. This paper highlights the power of densely mapped RM grids in studying the magnetic
properties of galactic substructures beyond the Milky Way.

Key words: polarization – techniques: polarimetric – ISM: bubbles – ISM: magnetic fields – (galaxies:) Magellanic Clouds
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1 INTRODUCTION

High-resolution neutral hydrogen (HI) observations demonstrate that
structures with shell-like morphology are ubiquitous in the interstel-
lar medium (ISM) of gas-rich galaxies. These HI shells appear in a
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2 Jung et al.

wide range of sizes from hundreds of parsecs to several kiloparsecs
(Heiles 1979, Staveley-Smith et al. 1997, hereafter SS97, Bagetakos
et al. 2011). The size of the shells changes with the Doppler shift,
indicating that they are expanding into the surrounding ISM. The
expansion is powered by sequential bursts of stellar winds and su-
pernovae from OB stellar associations. Studying the properties of
superbubbles provides valuable information about the stellar feed-
back mechanism as well as how the local ISM is connected to the
large-scale galactic environment (McClure-Griffiths et al. 2002).

Earlier theoretical studies and numerical simulations show that
magnetic fields shape the overall morphology of bubbles while sta-
bilising the surface from fragmentation due to the growth of hy-
drodynamic instabilities (e.g., Ferriere et al. 1991; Tomisaka 1998;
Hanayama & Tomisaka 2006; Stil et al. 2009; Kim & Ostriker 2015;
Ntormousi et al. 2017; Gentry et al. 2019). The expansion of a bub-
ble results in the compression of the field lines in the surrounding
medium, which enhances the magnetic field strength locally in the
medium. This, depending on the energy distributions and ambient
magnetic field properties, may result in magnetic fields tangential to
the boundary of the bubble. Therefore, the magnetic field component
perpendicular to the direction of expansion becomes stronger. The
magnetic pressure hinders expansion in the direction perpendicular
to the magnetic fields, especially when a strong, large-scale magnetic
field exists in the surrounding ISM (Chen et al. 2022).

Faraday rotation of polarized background emission is an obser-
vational tracer of magnetic fields in the ionised gas. The degree of
Faraday rotation is proportional to RM𝜆2, where 𝜆 is the observing
wavelength, and RM is the rotation measure described as follows:(

RM
rad m−2

)
= C

∫ source

observer

(
𝑛e

cm−3

) ( B∥
𝜇𝐺

) (
d𝑟
pc

)
, (1)

where C = 0.812 rad m−2pc−1cm3𝜇G−1, 𝑛e is electron density, 𝐵∥
is the magnetic field strength parallel to the line-of-sight, and 𝑟 is a
path length along the sightline. The compression at expanding shells
provides high density and magnetic field strength, naturally leading
to enhanced Faraday rotation in the region.

Stil et al. (2009) predict observable patterns of magnetised bubbles
in the RM grid of polarized sources using magneto-hydrodynamic
simulations. According to their study, the pattern in which a 3D
magnetic field around a bubble imprints on the observable RM dis-
tribution varies significantly depending on the viewing angle. When
the global magnetic fields are perpendicular to the sightline, the
Faraday rotation at the far and near sides of a spherically symmetric
bubble nearly cancel out, and the observable RM is close to zero.
When the line-of-sight magnetic field is dominant over the plane-
of-sky component, the estimated RM is overall enhanced along the
bubble’s boundary with respect to the surrounding area. Note that
their models only assume coherent uniform magnetic fields in the
medium surrounding the bubbles. We will show in later sections that
the observable RM patterns around bubbles can also change when
random magnetic fields are introduced.

There are observational studies investigating the magneto-ionic
properties of ISM shells and the surrounding gas environment (e.g.,
Vallee & Bignell 1983; West et al. 2007; Whiting et al. 2009; Harvey-
Smith et al. 2011; Heald 2012; Gao et al. 2015; Purcell et al. 2015;
Mulcahy et al. 2017; Costa & Spangler 2018; Thomson et al. 2018,
2019). Thus far, the polarized source densities of existing point-
source RM catalogues (∼ 1 deg−2) have been only sufficient to sam-
ple bubbles that are nearby (i.e., Milky Way objects). At a given RM
grid source density, objects closer to the observer and more extended
on the sky are generally sampled with higher statistical significance
as examined in detail by Jung et al. (2023).

In this paper, we study the magnetic field amplification process
via bubble expansion using radio polarization observations for shells
in the nearby irregular galaxy, the Small Magellanic Cloud (SMC).
Being one of the nearest gas-rich neighbouring galaxies of the Milky
Way, the SMC provides an opportunity to study resolved gaseous
structures in the ISM of an external galaxy. The ISM of the SMC is
inhomogeneous, filled with HI shells and bubbles that have been cat-
alogued extensively (SS97, Stanimirovic et al. 1999, hereafter S99,
Hatzidimitriou et al. 2005). We fully utilise the new high-source-
density RM grid of the Polarisation Sky Survey of the Universe’s
Magnetism (POSSUM) using the Australian Square Kilometre Ar-
ray Pathfinder (ASKAP) to search for magnetised superbubbles in
the SMC. The angular sizes of some of the largest catalogued su-
pergiant shells (SGS) are larger than a degree; therefore, POSSUM
ensures that each of these shells overlaps with a significant number
of polarized extragalactic point sources.

The paper is structured as follows. We present an overview of the
data used in this study in Section 2. Section 3 presents our inspections
of the RM distribution around three of the largest HI superbubbles
in the SMC. In Section 4.1, we explore the connection between the
global magnetic field and the pattern appearing in the RM grid using
numerical simulations. The magnetic field strengths inferred from the
observations are presented in Section 4.2. Section 5 is the summary.

2 METHOD

This study draws information from polarised radio sources behind
the SMC and H𝛼 and HI emission from the SMC’s ISM to study
magnetic fields associated with HI shells in the SMC. In Section
2.1, we give an overview of the POSSUM pilot RM catalogue and
explain our method for correcting the Faraday rotation caused by the
Galactic foreground. Section 2.2 describes the H𝛼 data we use to
estimate the extent of diffuse ionised ISM of the SMC. In Section
2.3, we introduce the HI shell sample and describe the HI data that
we use to define the extent of the shells.

2.1 Faraday rotation of polarised radio sources

2.1.1 POSSUM pilot observations

POSSUM (Gaensler et al. 2010) is one of the major ongoing surveys
of ASKAP (Hotan et al. 2021). This study uses the POSSUM pilot
data towards the SMC (observation sbid: SB43237) observed in full
polarization over 800−1088 MHz with 1 MHz frequency resolution.
ASKAP’s uniquely large field-of-view (∼ 30 deg2) covers the SMC
and its immediate surroundings with a single pointing centred on
(RA J2000,Dec J2000) = (1h01m18s.666,−72◦33′06′′ .997). The
observations were performed on 14 September 2022 for 10 hours of
integration time.

The SMC is a radio-loud object with substantial continuum emis-
sion detectable by ASKAP. To prevent the obscuration of background
sources by the SMC, we subtract the diffuse Stokes I emission from
the Stokes I image with a median filter method (see Vanderwoude
et al. 2024 Section 3.1.1), and subsequently conducted source find-
ing on the diffuse emission subtracted Stokes I image with pyBDSF
(Mohan & Rafferty 2015). Meanwhile, Stokes I, Q, and U cubes
are convolved to a common beam (20 arcsec; the beam size at the
lowest frequency) over the channels and corrected for ionospheric
Faraday rotation. It was then processed using the POSSUM pipeline
(Gaensler et al. in preparation; Van Eck et al. in preparation) to
measure the polarization properties of the sources; we summarize
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Magnetised superbubbles in the SMC 3

the pipeline’s steps as the following. For each Stokes I source within
the catalog produced by pyBDSF, a cutout around the source lo-
cation is extracted and the polarized diffuse emission is subtracted
on a per-Stokes and per-channel basis as median diffuse polarised
emission within an annulus around the source, with the inner radius
set to 17 arcsec and outer radius to 109 arcsec (Oberhelman et al.
2024). The spectra are then processed with 1D RM synthesis (Bren-
tjens & de Bruyn 2005) using the RM Tools 1D software (Purcell
et al. 2020), which outputs values for the polarization properties of
the source. The results from all sources are collected into a single
catalog. To prevent duplicated detection of sources, sources located
closer to each other than 36 arcsec are removed from the catalogue,
based on their signal-to-noise ratio in polarized intensity (Price et al.
in preparation).

For this paper, we use a total of 1006 sources with a polarized
signal-to-noise ratio above seven and a polarization fraction between
0.01 and 0.5. Typical errors of the sources in the Stokes I and polar-
ization intensity are ≈ 38 𝜇Jy beam−1 and ≈ 21 𝜇Jy beam−1, respec-
tively. The high sensitivity of ASKAP enables the average polarized
source density of ≈ 25 deg−2 in the field. This is the highest-density
RM grid towards the SMC thus far, achieving an order of magnitude
increase compared to the previous RM grid studies of the region
(∼ 1 deg−2 in Mao et al. 2008; Livingston et al. 2022). Compared to
the full band 1 POSSUM survey results (Vanderwoude et al. 2024),
the polarized source density toward the SMC is lower than the typ-
ical source density in the extragalactic regions (≈ 35 deg−2) and
higher than that of the Galactic plane region (≈ 13.5 deg−2). This
is in part because the SMC is depolarizing the background sources.
Further investigations on this topic will be followed in Price et al.
(in preparation) where the authors perform a statistical analysis of

the polarized source density across the SMC in conjunction with
Stokes Q and U model fitting and RM structure functions, ascribing
the depolarization to a turbulent magneto-ionic medium along the
line-of-sight.

We cross-match the POSSUM sources to existing RM catalogues
and compare the RM values (see the upper panel of Fig. 1). In total,
32 and 34 sources from the POSSUM pilot observations are matched
with Mao et al. (2008, red circles) and Livingston et al. (2022, blue
circles) catalogues, respectively, with the maximum separation of the
match set to 5 arcsec. The error bars show the RM measurement error
from each catalogue. Note the errors from POSSUM observations
(i.e., error bars along the x-axis) are much smaller than the axis scale
of the figure and, therefore, hardly visible. The median uncertainties
of the sources from Mao et al. (2008), Livingston et al. (2022),
and the POSSUM data are 24.5, 7.65, and 1.65 rad m−2. All the
cross-matched POSSUM sources have nearly identical RM values
in comparison to previous studies, especially considering the large
RM error in the previous measurements. The diameter of the circles
is proportional to the angular separation between the matched pairs.
The histograms of the separations are presented in the bottom panel
of Fig. 1.

2.1.2 Galactic foreground RM model

The observed RM is a superposition of any Faraday rotation occur-
ring between the source and the observer (equation 1). At angular
scales of interest in this study, much of the spatial variation in the
RM distribution comes from the Milky Way’s magnetised ISM. The
contribution intrinsic to the polarized sources and that of the in-
tergalactic medium is at much smaller scales in the dispersion of
∼ 6 − 8 rad m−2 (Schnitzeler 2010; Han 2017; Taylor et al. 2024).

We construct the Milky Way RM model following the method

introduced by Mao et al. (2008) to correct for the Milky Way’s
foreground in the region towards the SMC1. Using the POSSUM
sources that are close to but outside most emission from the SMC
(𝑁HI,SMC < 2 × 1021 cm−2 and 𝐼SMC,H𝛼 < 2.5 rayleighs, where
𝑁HI,SMC is the HI column density and 𝐼SMC,H𝛼 is the H𝛼 intensity
of the SMC), we perform a least-square fit to the observed RM values
as a function of the right ascension in degrees:(

RMMW
rad m−2

)
= 29.18 − 3.60 × RA cos(Dec), (2)

where RA and Dec are the J2000 right ascension and declination in
degrees.

Note that the actual distribution of the diffuse ionised corona of
the SMC can reach far beyond its main emission region, out to
<∼ 35 kpc from the centre of the Magellanic System (Smart et al.

2019; Krishnarao et al. 2022; Lucchini et al. 2024). It is likely that the
Milky Way foreground model of RM incorporates the contributions
of such extended structures of the SMC to some degree. Constraining
the true extent of the SMC’s magnetised corona is beyond the scope
of this paper and will be covered in a follow-up study using the full
POSSUM survey.

2.2 Diffuse H𝛼 emission

Smart et al. (2019) provide a map of the extended H𝛼 emission of
the SMC observed with the Wisconsin H𝛼 Mapper (WHAM). Their
results reveal the diffuse ionised gas in the gaseous halo surrounding
the SMC. We show the distribution of the H𝛼 intensity (𝐼SMC,H𝛼)
in Fig. 2 with yellow contour lines increasing from 0.3 rayleighs
(outer dashed line) to 30 rayleighs (inner dashed line) in log-scale.
The WHAM observations trace diffuse large-scale H𝛼 emission,
notably from the SMC Bar region and the Wing region2. Potential
substructures in H𝛼 emission, such as the HI shells, are smoothed
out due to the large angular resolution.

In addition to the HI shells of interest, the SMC contains a wealth
of structures that produce strong Faraday rotation. We use the H𝛼

intensity as a proxy for the extent of the SMC’s ionised ISM that may
produce strong Faraday rotation unrelated to the HI shells of interest.
We define an area at the outskirts of the SMC with low H𝛼 intensity
(arbitrarily chosen criterion of 𝐼SMC,H𝛼 < 2 rayleighs) and consider
RM measurements in this region are relatively free from Faraday
rotation within interlopers. See Section 3 for further discussion of
the impact of this threshold on the results presented in this paper.

Smart et al. (2019) discuss how the H𝛼 emission from the SMC
undergoes extinction by dust in the Milky Way as well as the SMC
itself. They predict that the true H𝛼 intensity in the region surround-
ing the SMC’s main body is 12.9 − 14.4% (20 − 23%) higher before
the Milky Way foreground (SMC internal) extinction. Since we are
only interested in the outer regions of the SMC with low gas and dust
column densities, we expect the effect of extinction by the SMC itself
to be low. For simplicity, we continue using the uncorrected 𝐼SMC,H𝛼

because the exact value of 𝐼SMC,H𝛼 after the Milky Way extinction
correction does not affect the results presented in this paper.

1 Large-scale Milky Way RM models (e.g., Hutschenreuter et al. 2022) are
not suitable to remove the foreground at the relatively small angular scale of
interest in this study.
2 See Fig. 1 of McClure-Griffiths et al. (2018) for a visual reference for the
SMC Bar and Wing regions.
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Figure 1. The cross-match between RM measurements in this study and
previous RM catalogues (red: Mao et al. 2008 and blue: Livingston et al.
2022). The upper panel compares the RM values. The dashed line shows the
one-to-one relation for reference, and the area of the circles is proportional
to the separation between the matched pairs. The error bars show the RM
measurement error. A zoom-in panel is provided for better visualisation at
RM ranges where the circles are highly clustered. The bottom panel shows
the distribution of angular separation between the matched pairs. Overall, the
RMs of cross-matched sources agree with the previous measurements.

2.3 HI emission

2.3.1 GASKAP survey

The Galactic ASKAP survey (GASKAP; Dickey et al. 2013; Pingel
et al. 2022) maps the distribution of HI and OH in the Milky Way
and the Magellanic System. The GASKAP-HI SMC data has 1.1 K
per channel sensitivity, 30 arcsec synthesized beam, and 0.98 km s−1

velocity resolution (Pingel et al. 2022; McClure-Griffiths et al. 2018;
Ma et al. 2023). In Fig. 2, we show the HI peak intensity map from the
GASKAP-HI (grey scale). In Section 3, we use the GASKAP-HI data
cube to obtain an up-to-date view of the morphological and kinematic
structures of selected HI shells. Furthermore, in Section 4.2, we use
the HI column density distribution to estimate the magnetic field
strength from the RM measurements.

2.3.2 HI shell sample

There are several previous studies cataloguing shell-like structures
in the SMC. SS97 identify 501 HI shells in total: most of them
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101 102
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Figure 2. The distribution of HI shells in the SMC overlaid on the top of
the HI peak intensity distribution (grey scale; 30 arcsec synthesized beam).
The HI shells selected for this study are shown as green dashed-line circles.
Pink ellipses are SGS in the S99 catalogue. The yellow contour lines show
𝐼H𝛼,SMC = 0.3 and 30 rayleighs (dashed lines) and the levels in between
increasing by 0.5 dexes in a log scale (solid lines).

(343/501) were visually identified based on the expanding kinematic
characteristics in the RA (J2000) – velocity space.

We focus on three of the largest HI-shells for further analysis:
HI-10, HI-20, and HI-491. They are highlighted as green dashed line
ellipses in Fig. 2. The selected shells are located on the outskirts
of the SMC, away from the main SMC bar region. Restricting the
analysis to these HI shells with large angular sizes at the outskirts of
the SMC ensures a sufficient number of RM measurements that are
relatively free from overlapping objects around individual bubbles
and provides a good statistical significance for the RM grid analysis.

The HI-10 and HI-491 shells are later identified by S99 to be
substructures of larger HI supergiant shells (sgs-37A and sgs-494A,
respectively, pink ellipses). This is because the data used by SS97 to
define the shells were not sensitive to large structures.

In this regard, we redefine the angular extent of the shells
(𝜃shell,new) using the GASKAP-HI data while keeping the centre
of the shells fixed to the SS97 definitions. Fig. 3 shows the position–
velocity diagram of HI emission along a slit (4𝜃shell,new length
and 0.1𝜃shell,new width) that passes through the centre of each HI
shell and whose long side is aligned along the RA (J2000)3 (HI-
10: bottom right, HI-20: top right, and HI-491: bottom left). The
dashed line ellipse is the extent of the shell identified by SS97, and
the solid line ellipse is the newly defined shell by manually ad-
justing the ellipse to match the HI emission better. For reference,

3 Although the extents of the shells are determined within slits aligned along
the RA axis, we confirm that the by-eye measurements are valid for position-
velocity slices along other axes too, including the axis along which the RM
profiles are measured in Section 3.
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Figure 3. The position–velocity distribution of HI shells from the GASKAP-HI SMC cube. We show the HI emission within a long thin slit, [4 × 0.1] 𝜃shell,new,
that passes the centre of the HI shell and whose long side is aligned along the RA (J2000). The dashed ellipse shows the angular size and the expansion velocity
identified by SS97. The grey dotted vertical line shows the zero offset along the RA (J2000). We redefine the full extent of the HI shells by manually adjusting
the ellipse in the position–velocity space while the central RA of the shell is fixed (ellipse with the solid-line boundary).

𝜃shell,new = 3 × 𝜃shell,SS97 for HI-10, 𝜃shell,new = 2 × 𝜃shell,SS97 for
HI-20 and HI-491. The newly identified expansion velocities of HI-
10, 20, and 491 shells, i.e., the extent of the solid line ellipse along
the y-axis, are 22, 12, and 22 km s−1, respectively.

3 RESULT

In this section, we examine patterns in the RM grid around the
selected HI bubbles: HI-10, HI-20, and HI-491. The basic properties
of the shells and our findings presented in this and the following
sections are summarised in Table 1.

Fig. 4 shows the three HI shells on top of the HI peak intensity
distribution (grey-scale background). Each HI shell corresponds to
two circles in green colour. The circle with a dashed boundary shows
the angular extent of the shells identified by SS97, and the circle
with a solid boundary shows the newly defined extent described in
Section 2.3.2. The RM measurements are presented as star symbols
in each panel. The colour and the area of the symbols correspond
to the sign (red: positive, blue: negative) and the absolute value of
the foreground subtracted RM (= RM−RMMW). The yellow shaded
region marks the area where 𝐼SMC,H𝛼 is larger than 2 rayleighs.

For each HI shell, we identify the axis that maximizes the RM gra-

dient (white dotted lines in Fig. 4). This is done by taking RM values
within a certain sized aperture centred at the HI shell and identifying
the position angle of the axis that maximises the RM error-weighted
average RM values on each side of the axis. As mentioned in Section
2.2, we exclude any RM measurements in the strong H𝛼 emission
region (𝐼SMC,H𝛼 > 2 rayleighs) from this process. We obtain a set of
position angles by varying the angular size of the aperture between
[0.5−1.5] 𝜃shell,new with an increment of 0.1 𝜃shell,new. Although the
position angle fluctuates depending on the aperture size, we take the
median value as the representative position angle of the RM gradient
axis for further analysis.

We present our visual inspection of the RM distribution around
the bubbles as well as the RM profile as a function of the angular
offset from the axis of the maximum RM gradient (see Fig. 5). The
motivation to do so is that an expanding bubble would create a strong
gradient in the RM distribution at angular scales similar to its size
(e.g., Heald 2012). In Section 4.1, we use simple numerical models
of expanding bubbles to show that this is indeed true for specific
configurations of ambient magnetic field. We have confirmed that the
overall shapes of the RM profiles presented below are independent
of the Milky Way foreground RM subtraction process described in
Section 2.1.2.
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Figure 4. The foreground corrected RM grid around the selected HI shells. The central panel is the HI peak intensity map of the SMC, and the green circles
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star symbols show the location of polarized background sources. The colour of the symbols shows the sign of foreground corrected RM measurements (blue:
negative and red: positive) and the size is proportional to the magnitude of RM. The white dotted line crossing each HI shell is the axis of the maximum RM
gradient as defined in the text. The yellow shade shows the area with 𝐼SMC,H𝛼 > 2 rayleighs.
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Table 1. Summary of the observed properties and the magnetic field configuration of the HI shells. Row 1: the SGS associated with the HI shell according to
S99. Row 2 and 3: the angular radius according to SS97 and the corresponding physical radius assuming a distance of 60 kpc. Row 4 and 5: the angular radius
redefined for this study (see Fig. 3) and the corresponding physical radius. Row 6: the expansion velocity according to SS97. Row 7: the expansion velocity
redefined for this study. Row 8: the position angle of the axis of the maximum RM gradient measured in the image plane. Row 9: the difference between the
maximum and minimum of the RM profile. Row 10: the reference RM to correct for the Faraday rotation within the SMC away from the bubble (see Section 4.2
for the justification). Row 11: the maximum line-of-sight magnetic field strength associated with the bubble. Row 12: our interpretation of the magnetic field
configuration around the bubble based on the simple models presented in Section 4.1.

HI-10 HI-20 HI-491

Associated SGS sgs-37A - sgs-494A

𝜃shell,SS97 [arcmin] 23.4 20.7 27.6

𝑟shell,SS97 [pc] 408 361 482

𝜃shell,new [arcmin] 70.2 41.4 55.2

𝑟shell,new [pc] 1225 723 963

𝑣exp,SS97 [km s−1] 28.3 19.6 31.9

𝑣exp,new [km s−1] 22 12 22

RM gradient position angle [◦] 31.3 113.6 125.2

max(ΔRM) [rad m−2] 47.3 ± 19.4 30.3 ± 18.8 28.9 ± 15.9

RMref [rad m−2] -10.2 -13.0 -21.1

max( |𝐵∥ | ) [𝜇𝐺] 0.46+0.89
−0.28 1.23+0.88

−0.56 0.63+0.28
−0.15

Magnetic field configuration

• Coherent plane-of-sky mean
field at scales comparable to or
larger than the bubble

• The far and near sides are not in
perfect symmetry

• Substantial random component

• Substantial line-of-sight coher-
ent mean field at scales compa-
rable to or larger than the bubble

and/or

• The far and near sides are largely
symmetric

• Substantial random component

• Substantial line-of-sight coher-
ent mean field at scales compa-
rable to or larger than the bubble

• The far and near sides may not
be in a perfect symmetric

• Substantial random component

3.1 HI-10 shell

There are 374 RM measurements in total within 2 𝜃shell,new of the
HI-10 shell centre (328 from POSSUM and 46 from previous ob-
servations4). We reject 85 sources (light blue colour markers in the
bottom right panel of Fig. 5) that overlap with the strong H𝛼 emission
region (yellow shades in Fig. 4) and use the remaining 289 sources
(black markers with error bars) to construct the mean RM profile (red
line) and its 1𝜎 scatter (red shade) enclosing 68% of the data points
in each bin. The blue dashed line and the blue shade are the mean pro-
file and scatter without the 𝐼SMC,H𝛼 limit for reference. The largest
deviation between the profiles with and without the 𝐼SMC,H𝛼 limit
appears between [0, 0.5] 𝜃shell,new, where the HI-10 shell overlaps
with the south-west end of the SMC Bar region. At these angular
separations, the 1𝜎 scatter in the RM distribution is significantly
larger without the 𝐼SMC,H𝛼 limit (blue shade; ≈ 80 rad m−2) com-
pared to the scatter when the 𝐼SMC,H𝛼 limit is applied (red shade;
≈ 20 rad m−2).

In the RM profile with the 𝐼SMC,H𝛼 limit, a striking sinusoidal
pattern with a period of 3 𝜃shell,new is displayed which matches the
scale of the entire expanding feature visible in the position–velocity
distribution. The profile fluctuates around ≈ −10.2 rad m−2. The RM

4 We confirm that the results presented in this paper do not change signifi-
cantly even when only the POSSUM sources are considered. This is also true
for HI-20 and HI-491.

values at the crest and trough of the mean profile are ≈ 12.8 rad m−2

and≈ −34.6 rad m−2 at−0.75 𝜃shell,new and +0.75 𝜃shell,new, respec-
tively. This overall negative RM, even after the Milky Way foreground
subtraction, indicates that the large-scale global magnetic field near
the HI-10 shell is pointing away from the observer. We measure the
RM gradient (Δ𝑅𝑀) at random locations across the entire SMC re-
gion and confirm that such a strong gradient (Δ𝑅𝑀 ≈ 50 rad m−2)
over the given angular scale of ≈ 1.7◦ only occurs around the HI-10
shell and some parts of the SMC Bar region. A typical magnitude of
the RM gradient at these random locations is <∼ 15 rad m−2 at this
angular scale.

The standard deviation of the residual RM after subtracting the
mean profile is ≈ 17.7 rad m−2. This is significantly larger than the
typical error of POSSUM RM measurements (≈ 1.7 rad m−2) as well
as the RM dispersion of extragalactic origin (6 – 7 rad m−2) estimated
by Schnitzeler (2010) and Oppermann et al. (2015). In Section 4.1,
we show that at least part of the total excess in the RM variation
can come from the turbulent magnetic field in the ISM around the
expanding shell. Note that the random component of the magnetic
field in the SMC is generally obtained to be quite strong: ∼ 5 𝜇G in
Livingston et al. (2022) and ∼ 14 𝜇G in Seta et al. (2023).

As can be seen in the right panel of Fig. 4, the northern edge
of the HI-10 overlaps with the HI-20 shell in the (RA, Dec) space
(see the green circles with solid line boundary). We also confirm
that the two structures intersect at ≈ 140 km s−1 in the velocity
space, indicating that the two shells can be potentially interacting.
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Figure 5. Foreground corrected RM profiles across HI shells (HI-10: bottom right, HI-20: top right, and HI-491: bottom left). The x-axis is the angular
separation from the shell centre along the direction perpendicular to the RM gradient axis (the white dotted line shown in Fig. 4) normalised by 𝜃shell,new of
each shell. The black points with error bars are the RM measurements in the low H𝛼 emission region (𝐼SMC,H𝛼 < 2 rayleighs). We use these points to obtain
the mean RM profile and its 1𝜎 scatter (red line and shade) binned in 0.5 𝜃shell,new width between [−2, 2] 𝜃shell,new range. The blue points are the RM sources
overlapping with the strong H𝛼 emission region. RM profiles obtained without limiting the H𝛼 intensity (blue dashed line and shade) fluctuate with a large
scatter. The green squares in the HI-10 and HI-20 panels show the RM sources shared with the other shell.

In order to estimate the contribution of the RM measurements that
overlap with the HI-20 shell to the results presented above, we show
the data points located within the 1 𝜃shell,new of HI-20 with square
markers in green in the bottom right panel of Fig. 5. We confirm
that removing these data points from constructing the RM profile
of HI-10 marginally increases the mean profile and reduces the 1𝜎
scatter between [−1, 0] 𝜃shell,new.

3.2 HI-20 shell

The HI-20 shell is located northwest of the SMC Bar region (see Figs.
2 and 4). GASKAP-HI observations in this area show that it is a site
of high-velocity outflows lifting gas into the galaxy-halo interface
(McClure-Griffiths et al. 2018). Previously, Livingston et al. (2022)
suggested a possible connection between the outflows and the large
RM in this region.

The boundary of the HI-20 shell is characterised by the SMC
Bar and the structures on the northeast and southwest sides of the
shell surrounding the hole in the HI distribution (the area inside the
green dashed circle in the right panel of Fig. 4). The HI emission is
weaker on the northwest side of the bubble, suggesting that it may
be a broken-out galactic chimney. The southwest wall of the HI-20 is

potentially interacting with the HI-10 shell as noted in the previous
section.

The axis of the maximum RM gradient across the HI-20 shell is
almost perpendicular to the SMC Bar region (see the white dashed
line in the right panel of Fig. 4). Among 169 RM measurements
within 2𝜃shell,new of the shell centre (144 from POSSUM and 24
from previous studies), 48 sources overlap with the strong H𝛼 emis-
sion region. These sources are distributed throughout the angular
separation range presented in Fig. 5 (top right panel) and have a large
scatter in the RM distribution, especially around the angular separa-
tion ≈ −0.75 𝜃shell,new (≈ 74 rad m−2; see the blue dashed line and
the shade).

The mean RM profile with the 𝐼SMC,H𝛼 limit (red line) is the
lowest (≈ −13.0+14.7

−16.7 rad m−2) near the shell centre, between the
angular separation [0, 0.5] 𝜃shell,new. The profile rises as going out-
wards from the centre up to ±𝜃shell,new. We will show in Section 4.1
that the decrease in the RM near the centre of a shell is typical of
expanding magnetised bubbles projected onto the RM grid, while
the nearly constant RM profile at larger separations could be due to
the effect of other nearby objects, such as the HI-10 shell. Indeed,
we confirm that most RM measurements with RM − RMMW > 0
beyond 1 𝜃shell,new are within the angular radius of the HI-10 shell
(green square symbol).
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3.3 HI-491 shell

The HI-491 shell is in the SMC Wing region, which connects the
SMC to the Magellanic Bridge. The HI peak intensity distribution in
Fig. 4 shows long filamentary structures in HI that extend towards
the southeast of the SMC. There are multiple velocity components
presented in the position–velocity diagram (120 − 140, 150 − 160,
and 160 − 185 km s−1) corresponding to each filament. It has been
suggested from the HI kinematics and multi-wavelength observa-
tions that there are multiple superbubbles colliding in this region,
triggering the formation of young stars at the intersections (Nigra
et al. 2008; Fukui et al. 2020).

It is clear from the visual inspection of the zoom-in panel of Fig. 4
that a group of positive RM − RMMW measurements at RA (J2000)
= 1h26m and Dec (J2000) = −75◦25′ overlap with the underlying
filamentary structure in HI emission.

There are 247 RM measurements within 2𝜃shell,new of the shell
centre (139 from POSSUM and 25 from previous studies), and 87
sources overlap with the high H𝛼 region in the north of the shell. The
high H𝛼 region is located on the northern side of HI-491 (angular
separation < 0), i.e., towards the direction of the Magellanic Stream,
and sources here show a large scatter in the RM distribution (≈
92 rad m−2; see the blue dashed line and the shade in the bottom left
panel of Fig. 5).

With the 𝐼SMC,H𝛼 limit, the RM profile across HI-491 (red line
and the shade) is overall enhanced at angular separations±1𝜃shell,new
and gradually decreases going outward from the shell centre toward
larger and smaller angular separations. The mean RM profile is at its
lowest near ≈ −0.25𝜃shell,new. However, the location of the lowest
point shifts away from the centre to ≈ −0.83𝜃shell,new when the 1𝜎
scatter is considered. The group of positive RM measurements noted
in the visual inspection of the RM grid is located at 0.5𝜃shell,new.

4 DISCUSSION

4.1 Expected RM patterns around magnetised bubbles from
MHD simulations

In this section, we use simple numerical models to reproduce various
patterns in the RM grid created by magnetised bubbles and discuss
their connection to the global magnetic field properties. A similar
concept has been proposed by Tahani et al. (2022a,b, 2023) where
the authors identify that expanding HII bubbles alter the observed
plane-of-sky magnetic field around molecular clouds. This suggests
that one can infer the original magnetic field configuration at a larger
scale before the expansion by studying the magnetic field morphol-
ogy around the bubbles. Also, Kothes & Brown (2009) demonstrate
that expanding supernova remnants can act as magnifying glasses of
the ambient magnetic field; the polarized emission from supernova
remnants provides information about the large-scale magnetic field
configuration of the Galaxy (see also, West et al. 2016; Ideguchi et al.
2022). The major difference between their model and ours is that we
intend to simulate the Faraday rotation of polarized radiation coming
from sources behind a magnetised bubble of interest. We consider
the bubbles to be regions of Faraday rotation without polarized emis-
sion. A similar effort has been made by Purcell et al. (2015) where
the authors present a geometric model that matches the RM profile
toward the northern part of the Gum Nebula.

We simulate a magnetised numerical bubble by exploding a sin-
gle supernova in an initially static medium and study how the RM
patterns change with the ambient magnetic field configuration vari-
ations. For this, we use our supernova module (Buete 2016; Bapna

2019) within a highly modified version of the FLASH code (Fryxell
et al. 2000; Dubey et al. 2008) and utilise HLL3R (3-wave approxi-
mate) Riemann solver (Waagan et al. 2011). The numerical simula-
tion consists of a three-dimensional, triply periodic domain of size
200 pc sampled on a uniform grid of 144 grid points along each axis.
We initialise our simulations with a uniform gas density of 5 cm−3, a
uniform temperature of 100 K, and a magnetic field strength of 1 𝜇G.
For the initial magnetic field, we consider both a uniform magnetic
field, B̄, and an isotropic random magnetic field, b, which is gener-
ated using TurbGen (Federrath et al. 2010, 2022). b is constructed to
have a power-law magnetic power spectrum of slope 3/2 (see section
2.3 in Seta & Federrath 2020, for further details and motivation). We
use three representative models with different initial magnetic field
configurations: (i) uniform magnetic field (B̄ = 1 𝜇G, b = 0 𝜇G),
(ii) random magnetic field (B̄ = 0 𝜇G, b = 1 𝜇G), and (iii) a com-
bination of the uniform and random magnetic field (�̄� = 0.707 𝜇G,
b = 0.707 𝜇G). The total magnetic field strength is identical in all
three cases by construction and the only difference is in their struc-
ture.

After setting up the initial conditions, for each magnetic field
configuration, we inject energy of 1051 ergs with the Sedov-Taylor
solution (Sedov 1959, which implies that the 72% of the injected
energy goes to the thermal energy and remaining 28% goes to the
kinetic energy) into 163 grid points at the centre of the domain to
simulate a supernova explosion and then solve the magnetohydro-
dynamic equations with heating and cooling functions (see Section
2 in Seta & Federrath 2022, for details) to track the evolution. The
explosion expands into the medium and enhances the magnetic field
in the shell. The simulations are run for 0.33 Myr and we take the
final state as representative magnetised bubbles for all three cases.
The left panel of Fig. 6 shows the magnetic field lines in 3D, coloured
by the field strength at each location. The field line paths are inte-
grated using a fourth-order Runge-Kutta method5. The path starting
points are distributed uniformly in a grid at one side of the box for
the uniform and composite field models. For the random field model,
we randomly located them within the simulation domain. The iso-
density surface of the bubble is shown as a grey sphere surrounded
by the field lines.

We use gas density and temperature to determine the thermal
electron density (see equation 15 in Hollins et al. 2017) to compute
RM from the simulated bubbles. Using these models, we study the
effect of varying the viewing angle, the asymmetry between the near
and far sides of a bubble, and the coherency of the global ambient
magnetic field on the observable RM pattern around the bubbles.

On the right side of Fig. 6, we present a set of six panels showing
the 2D projections of the models to the RM grid. From left to right,
we vary the viewing angle, where 𝜙 = 0◦ is when the sightline and
the initial mean field are perpendicular and 𝜙 = 90◦ is when they
are parallel (specifically, when the magnetic field points towards the
observer). The black line at the bottom of each panel shows the
mean RM profile in one dimension, along the x-axis of the figures.
The upper panels are the RM distributions when integrated over the
full path length of the bubble and the bottom panels are the RMs
when only the near side of the bubble is considered. This half-bubble
integration is designed to test the effect of asymmetry between the
near and far sides of the bubbles. Such asymmetry in the bubble’s
structure can be caused by, for example, a density gradient in the
ambient ISM (Kompaneets 1960; Basu et al. 1999; Stil et al. 2009).
The half-bubble integration only through the near side corresponds

5 We use yt project (Turk et al. 2011) for this analysis.
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Figure 6. Three numerical models of magnetised bubbles with different ambient magnetic field configurations: a uniform mean field (B̄ = 1 𝜇G, b = 0 𝜇G), a
composite field (B̄ = 0.707 𝜇G, b = 0.707 𝜇G), and a turbulent random field (B̄ = 0 𝜇G, b = 1 𝜇G). Each model contributes seven panels to the figure. The
left panel shows the 3D magnetic field lines in the simulation domain coloured by the magnetic field strength at each point. The isodensity surface of the bubble
is shown as a grey sphere. The simulated bubbles do not show elongation along a specific direction within the timeframe covered by the simulations. The right
panels are the expected RM distribution around the bubble with different viewing angles (from left to right 𝜙 = 0◦, 45◦, and 90◦) and the path length (top: full
path through the bubble, bottom: half path through the near side of the bubble). The black line on the bottom of each panel shows the characteristic shape of the
mean RM profile along the x-axis and 𝑟shell is the radius of the shell.

MNRAS 000, 000–000 (0000)



Magnetised superbubbles in the SMC 11

to the extreme case when the magnetic field or the density of the far
side is completely null.

Expanding bubbles sweep up and bend the ambient magnetic fields
in all numerical models. The behaviour of the magnetic field lines due
to the bubble expansion is physically expected to be directly propor-
tional to the expansion velocity, 𝑣exp (ambient magnetic fields will be
more easily affected by a stronger explosion), and inversely propor-
tional to the Alfven velocity (stronger ambient magnetic field would
more strongly resist the effect of expansion), 𝑣A = 𝐵/

√︁
4π𝜌 where 𝐵

and 𝜌 are the magnetic field strength and density of the medium the
bubble is expanding into. While the choice of parameters for the mod-
els is based on Milky Way-type conditions, we take the ratio between
the two velocities (𝑣exp/𝑣A) and use it as a measure of how effective
the bending of magnetic fields is as a result of the expansion. For the
three models we present in this work, 𝑣exp/𝑣A ≈ 25. The observed
expansion velocities of the three bubbles (HI-10, HI-20, and HI-491)
identified in Section 2.3.2 are 𝑣exp = 22, 12, and 22 km s−1, respec-
tively. If we assume that these bubbles have the same 𝑣exp/𝑣A with
the numerical models we present, the corresponding strength of the
ambient magnetic field (ordered and random components combined)
is ∼ 0.1 𝜇G.

In the uniform field model, the magnetic field strength on the
shell surface is largest along the equatorial plane perpendicular to
the initial field. The composite field model follows a similar trend
but with less significant enhancement in the magnetic field strength.
While the random field model still shows enhanced magnetic fields
at random locations of the shell surface, the overall effect is much
less prominent than the other models (in Fig. 6, note the change in
the colour scales showing the magnetic field strength in the bottom
panel). Although not depicted in the figure, the electron density is
also higher at the shell surface, contributing to the larger values of
RM, as we will show below.

The models show distinctive patterns when projected to the RM
grid. We first describe and compare the patterns seen in each field
configuration and different viewing angles. Then, we use the lessons
from the models to interpret the observed RM profiles across the
SMC bubbles. First, we focus on the uniform field model (top panels
in Fig. 6). Due to the perfect axial symmetry of the uniform field
model, the Faraday rotation at the bubble’s near and far sides cancels
out along the sightlines when 𝜙 = 0◦. In this case, the net RM is
zero, and the magnetised bubble does not show up in the RM grid.
When only the near half is considered, a clear sign-change in the RM
is visible across the bubble. In this case, the axis of the maximum
RM gradient, i.e., the axis dividing the positive and negative sides,
is perpendicular to the direction of the plane-of-sky magnetic field
of the surrounding medium. In other cases where there is a sizable
line-of-sight component of the global mean magnetic fields (𝜙 = 45◦
and 90◦), both full and half-length integrations through the bubble
create RM profiles that are enhanced along the rim with a rapid drop
outside the boundary of the bubble. The location of the minimum
|RM| within the projected bubble is the centre of the bubble when
the full bubble is considered, while for the half-bubble cases, it tends
to shift from the centre to one side as the viewing angle shifts from
𝜙 = 90◦ to lower.

In the composite field model (middle panels), the random field
component breaks the perfect symmetry of the mean field. The full
bubble-length integration along the 𝜙 = 0◦ viewing angle gives rise
to small-scale fluctuations in the RM grid. Other choices of 𝜙 show
large-scale RM patterns that are largely similar to the uniform model,
with added small-scale variations.

Without the presence of a large-scale mean field, the random field
model (bottom panels) does not reveal any large-scale patterns in the

RM grid. The imprint of the magnetised bubble appears as enhanced
small-scale RM fluctuations in the region. There is no significant
change in the RM distribution with varying viewing angles, as ex-
pected.

Here, we give the interpretations of the observed RM profiles of
the HI-10, 20, and 491 shells from what we have learned from the
simple numerical models:

• According to our models, the strong RM gradient across the HI-10
shell is reproduced only when (i) the global mean magnetic field in
the ambient ISM is coherently aligned along the plane-of-sky at the
angular scale of the shell and (ii) the near and far sides of the bubble
are not in perfect symmetry; otherwise, Faraday rotation at each
side will cancel out. Yet, there is substantial scatter in the residual
RM distribution, as discussed in the previous section. This indicates
that the magnetic field around the HI-10 shell also has a random
component, like the composite field model shown in this section. A
similar RM pattern (a sign-change at the scale of a bubble) is reported
by Harvey-Smith et al. (2010) and Heald (2012). For example, in the
latter, the authors find a strong RM gradient at one of the HI holes in
a nearby face-on galaxy NGC 6946.
• The HI-20 shell shows a RM profile that increases going towards the
edge of the shell from the centre up to approximately ±1𝜃shell,new.
This is a typical pattern in our models when the ambient mean mag-
netic field has a sufficient line-of-sight component at scales compa-
rable to/larger than the bubble and/or the far and near sides of the
bubble are largely symmetric. The difference we find between the
numerical models and the observed RM profile of the HI-20 shell
is that the rapid drop in the mean RM outside the shell boundary
is not visible in the observed profile. This is potentially because the
HI-20 shell is located in the vicinity of the SMC Bar region, where
active star formation takes place. It is very likely the area at large
angular separations from the HI-20 shell centre is contaminated by
other magneto-ionised superbubbles, such as the HI-10 shell, that
can also increase the overall RM distribution.
• The HI-491 shell shows a RM profile that is enhanced at the shell
edges and drops rapidly outside the shell, indicating that the substan-
tial portion of the mean magnetic field is coherently ordered along
the line of sight. This aligns with previous studies by Kaczmarek
et al. (2017) and Livingston et al. (2022) that reported the presence
of a large-scale mean magnetic field in the SMC Wing region and the
Magellanic Bridge that is overall pointing away from the observer.
The formation of this coherent large-scale field is potentially an out-
come of tidal interactions between the Magellanic Clouds, resulting
in the formation of the Magellanic Bridge (Nidever et al. 2013). The
lowest point of the RM profile being slightly offset from the bubble’s
centre may suggest that the near and far sides of the bubble may not
be perfectly symmetric. Yet, the significance of the offset needs to be
tested by future studies with higher RM source densities in this area.
Even with POSSUM’s high RM source density, we could not use bins
smaller than 0.5 𝜃shell,new while ensuring enough RM measurements
in each bin.

There are two possible mechanisms a foreground bubble can al-
ter the observable RM distribution of background sources. First, the
polarized emission from the bubble itself may interfere with the emis-
sion from the background sources and affect our ability to reliably
extract RM. The diffuse subtraction step explained in Section 2.1.1
removes most of the foreground emission from the shells and, there-
fore negates this effect. Second, turbulent RM fluctuations smaller
than the beam will cause beam depolarization of background sources.
This could reduce the RM source density but should not change the
observed RM as long as the mean RM fluctuation in this turbulent
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medium is zero, which is normally assumed for a path length greater
than 100 pc. Therefore, the shape of the model RM profiles would
not change as a result of beam depolarization.

While we find a promising resemblance between the RM patterns
around the observed HI bubbles and the simple numerical models, the
question of whether the RM patterns are indeed a universal indicator
of the ambient magnetic field configuration should be tested further
using other direct and indirect tracers of magnetic fields. For example,
Chen et al. (2022) suggest that the position angle of an elongated
bubble reveals the global plane-of-sky magnetic field orientation.
Although the SS97 catalogue does not provide information for the
elongation of the HI shells, the HI-10 and HI-491 shells have their
counterpart in the S99 catalogue where the ellipticity measurements
are available: sgs-37A and sgs-494A (see the pink ellipses in Fig.
2). The ellipticities of sgs-37A and sgs-494A are 0.45 and 0.56,
respectively.

The position angle of sgs-37A is 160◦, measured from north to
east on the image plane. Comparing the position angle with the axis
of the null RM gradient of the HI-10 shell, we find that the minor
axis of sgs-37A and the RM gradient axis are offset by ∼ 39◦. As can
be seen from the uniform model, the axis of the null RM gradient is
perpendicular to the direction of the magnetic plane-of-sky magnetic
field when 𝜙 ≈ 0◦. The misalignment of the two axes in the observed
bubble can be due to (i) the uncertainty in defining the position
angle and the RM axis and (ii) the presence of a random component
in the global magnetic field. For reference, in the composite field
model, where we introduce the random field that breaks the perfect
symmetry of the uniform field model, the two axes are offset by ≈ 3◦.

Sgs-494A, which encompasses the HI-491 shell, is elongated along
the direction from the SMC towards the Magellanic Bridge. The
position angle of this SGS is 150◦. The angle between the minor axis
of the sgs-494A and the axis of the maximum RM gradient is ∼ 25◦.
From the shape of the RM profile that rises towards the bubble’s
edge, we predict the presence of a sizable line-of-sight component
in the global mean magnetic field. If the plane-of-sky component
is also present, our models predict that the minimum point of the
RM profile would be offset from the centre. While we conclude
that higher density RM grids with, e.g., the Square Kilometre Array
(SKA) are required to confirm this, the relatively small angle between
the bubble’s minor axis and the axis of the maximum RM gradient
also supports the existence of a magnetic field component aligned
with the plane-of-sky.

We postpone investigations of direct observational tracers of plane-
of-sky magnetic fields, such as starlight and dust polarization, to
future studies. This will provide a comprehensive understanding of
the local magnetic field structure around the bubbles as well as the
global magnetic field in the SMC’s ISM in general.

4.2 Magnetic field strength in the HI shells

In this Section, we estimate line-of-sight magnetic field strength in
the HI shells from the observed RM measurements. First, we further
refine the RM produced purely by the bubbles. Although we have
already taken care of the Milky Way foreground effect as described
in Section 2.1.2, the RM measurements need to be shifted by a
certain amount before being converted to magnetic field strength.
This is because the RM − RMMW values still incorporate the RM
produced by the SMC, as well as the possibility of imperfect Milky
Way foreground subtraction. Therefore, we define the reference RM
(RMref) of each bubble and use RM−RMMW−RMref to calculate the
magnetic field strength. Ideally, we should be able to obtain RMref
by taking RM sources away from a bubble of interest but still located

within the SMC (e.g., Tahani et al. 2018). However, the ISM structure
of the SMC is chaotic, and there are no “clean” off-bubble regions
(see Fig. 2) from which we can draw the reference sources. Thus, we
instead make assumptions based on the numerical models presented
in the previous section.

In model RM grids where the sign of the magnetic field changes
across a bubble (i.e., uniform/composite field, 𝜙 = 0◦), the RM
profile fluctuates around zero. We assume that this is the case for the
HI-10 shell. As the mean RM profile of the HI-10 shell fluctuates
around −10.2 rad m−2, we take this value as RMref in this region6.
On the other hand, in model RM grids where the RM profile peaks at
the bubble boundary, the true RMref can only be recovered at large
angular separations outside the bubbles, where the RM profile drops
rapidly. However, we cannot recover RMref from outside the bubble
for the reason above. As an alternative, we take the minimum point of
the RM profile near the centre of the shells as RMref (−13.0 rad m−2

for HI-20 and−21.1 rad m−2 for HI-491). This way, we are measuring
the relative enhancement in the line-of-sight magnetic field strength
at the bubble’s edges with respect to the centre.

Information about the electron density distribution along sightlines
is required to estimate the strength of the line-of-sight magnetic
field from the RM measurements. Based on the assumption that the
electron density and magnetic field strength are uncorrelated (Seta
& Federrath 2021b), equation 1 can be expressed as follows.(
𝐵∥
𝜇G

)
≈ 1

0.812

(
RM

rad m−2

) (
DM

pc cm−3

)−1
, (3)

where DM ≡
∫
𝑛ed𝑙. This is a reasonable assumption for a typical

diffuse ISM. However, the compressive motion of expanding super-
bubbles enhances both the electron density and magnetic field. Such
positive correction between 𝑛e and 𝐵∥ could overestimate the mean
field strength by a factor of 2− 3 (Beck et al. 2003; Seta & Federrath
2021b).

Livingston et al. (2022) compare various models of the electron
density distribution of the SMC and conclude that the model directly
relating the HI column density and the pulsar dispersion measure
(DM) provides the most reliable magnetic field estimates (see their
Section 4). This paper follows their decision, and we only briefly
summarise the model here. Assuming that the electron density is di-
rectly characterised by the neutral hydrogen density and its ionisation
fraction (𝑋e), the DM is related to the HI column density as(DMpulsar

pc cm−3

)
= 3.24 × 10−19 𝑋e

(
𝑁HI

cm−2

)
. (4)

The empirical relation between the pulsar DM measurements and the
corresponding HI column density in the SMC region is(
𝑁HI,SMC

1020 cm−2

)
= (0.15 ± 0.06)

(DMpulsar,SMC

pc cm−3

)
. (5)

Equating equations 4 and 5 gives 𝑋e = 21+16
−6 %. The model

generalises the relation given in equation 5 at sightlines without
DMpulsar,SMC measurements. At the location of each RM source,
we take the HI column density from the GASKAP-HI SMC data and
calculate the expected DM. RM measurements outside the GASKAP
SMC field are neglected for further analysis. Then, we calculate 𝐵∥
based on equation 3. Note that we assume the entire HI column
density in GASKAP-HI in these sightlines is associated with the
bubbles. If other unrelated HI structures exist in these directions,

6 We take RMref = −10.2 rad m−2 as this value equalises the area enclosed
by the positive and negative sides of the RM − RMMW − RMref profile.
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Figure 7. The 𝐵∥ profiles across the HI-10, HI-20, and HI-491 shells. The y-axis is linear between ±1 𝜇G and in a log-scale otherwise. We exclusively use RM
measurements within the GASKAP-HI SMC field and in the low H𝛼 emission region to calculate 𝐵∥ (black symbols with error bar). The red line and shade are
the mean and the 1𝜎 scatter of the profile binned in 0.5 𝜃shell,new size between [−2, 2] 𝜃shell,new range. Overall, the HI shells enhance the line-of-sight magnetic
fields to the order of ∼ 1𝜇G.

the true electron densities of the bubbles would be lower than our
estimation. That is, we are potentially underestimating the magnetic
field strength associated with the bubbles. Another point to note is
that, physically, the volume within the HI shells is expected to be
filled with hot, fully ionised gas. The true ionised fraction through
the HI voids of the shells could be larger than the ionised fraction
of 21% from the pulsar DM measurements. In this regard, we are
potentially overestimating 𝐵∥ for sightlines closer to the shell centre.

Fig. 7 shows 𝐵∥ profiles across each bubble. The y-axes of the
panels have a scale which is linear between ±1 𝜇G, log otherwise.
The error of each 𝐵∥ measurement is a combination of the RM error
and the error of the slope of the 𝑁HI,SMC–DMpulsar,SMC relation.
The line-of-sight magnetic field strength in the HI-10 shell (bottom
right panel) monotonically increases, going towards negative angular
separation from positive angular separation. The scatter is larger near
the outer boundary of the bubble (±2𝜃shell,new). The mean |𝐵∥ | in
this range is∼ 0.5 𝜇G, but individual sightlines can go up to the order
of 1 𝜇G in some cases. In both the HI-20 and HI-491 shells (top right
and bottom left panels, respectively), we find ∼ 1 𝜇G enhancement
in the line-of-sight magnetic field strength with respect to the central
regions of the bubbles.

In summary, we find |𝐵∥ | ∼ 1 𝜇G enhancement at the edges of
all three HI shells, while the exact shape of the 𝐵∥ profile can vary.

Based on the simple numerical models presented in the previous
subsection, we suggest that the enhancement in |𝐵∥ | is because the
magnetic field is getting stronger and more ordered in the compressed
region, as the magnetic field lines are stretched and compressed (Seta
et al. 2020; Seta & Federrath 2021a) due to the expansion of the shell
while the shape of the profile depends on the viewing angle and the
surrounding environment.

5 SUMMARY

In this paper, we report the first detection of magnetic fields associ-
ated with HI superbubbles in the SMC: HI-10, HI-20, and HI-491.
Using the POSSUM pilot survey, we obtain a high-density RM grid
(≈ 25 deg−2) towards the SMC. The magnetised bubbles produce
large-scale patterns in the RM distribution at angular scales compa-
rable to the extent of the bubbles in HI emission. We show that our
numerical models of expanding bubbles in a magnetised medium
reproduce the overall shape of the observed RM profile across the HI
bubbles. The models predict that the observable RM profile depends
on (i) the presence of coherent and random magnetic field compo-
nents, (ii) the asymmetry in the bubble’s magnetic field structure at
the near and far sides from the observer, and (iii) the viewing angle.
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(i) The large-scale pattern in the RM profile comparable to the size
of a bubble is only visible when the bubble is expanding within a
medium with coherently ordered magnetic fields at scales larger than
the bubble. When the ambient magnetic field is completely random,
the imprint of magnetised bubbles appears as increased scatter in
the RM distribution within the region. Our observational finding
that all three HI bubbles investigated in this paper show large-scale
patterns in the RM profile indicates that there is a large-scale coherent
magnetic field in the SMC at the vicinity of the bubbles. However, the
large scatter in the RM distribution with respect to the mean profile
suggests the presence of a substantial random component as well.

(ii) The sign change in the RM profile with respect to the centre of a
bubble can only be found when the near and far sides of the bubble
are asymmetric. When the bubble is in perfect symmetry, the RM
profile is always symmetric around the centre of the bubble. The sign-
changing RM pattern across the HI-10 shell indicates the asymmetry
of the bubble’s structure at the near and far sides.

(iii) The shape of RM profiles changes depending on the viewing angle
of a bubble with respect to the ambient large-scale magnetic field.
When the ambient field is overall parallel to the line-of-sight, the
RM profile is symmetric with a decline near the centre. As the angle
between the sightline and the ambient large-scale field increases,
the shape of the RM profile becomes more asymmetric, given the
asymmetry of the bubble’s near and far sides. When the viewing angle
is perpendicular to the ambient field, we find a sign change in the
RM profile with respect to the centre. Based on this, we suggest that
the large-scale field around the HI-10 shell is overall aligned along
the plane of the sky, while the field configuration around the HI-20
and HI-491 shells incorporates substantial line-of-sight components.

In the three HI shells analysed in this paper, we find that the
magnetic field strength is enhanced at the shell edges by ∼ 1 𝜇G
with respect to the shell centre as a result of the compression of
expanding bubbles. This is about an order of magnitude stronger
than the ambient magnetic field strength (∼ 0.1 𝜇G, ordered and
random components combined) estimated based on the expansion
velocity of the shells. The degree of enhancement is in agreement
with the compression factor expected from previous models of an
expanding shell (van der Laan 1962).

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank the referee for their helpful report which significantly im-
proved the paper. This scientific work uses data obtained from In-
yarrimanha Ilgari Bundara, the CSIRO Murchison Radio-astronomy
Observatory. We acknowledge the Wajarri Yamaji People as the Tra-
ditional Owners and native title holders of the Observatory site.
CSIRO’s ASKAP radio telescope is part of the Australia Telescope
National Facility (https://ror.org/05qajvd42). Operation of ASKAP
is funded by the Australian Government with support from the Na-
tional Collaborative Research Infrastructure Strategy. ASKAP uses
the resources of the Pawsey Supercomputing Research Centre. Es-
tablishment of ASKAP, Inyarrimanha Ilgari Bundara, the CSIRO
Murchison Radio-astronomy Observatory and the Pawsey Super-
computing Research Centre are initiatives of the Australian Govern-
ment, with support from the Government of Western Australia and
the Science and Industry Endowment Fund. The POSSUM project
(https://possum-survey.org) has been made possible through funding
from the Australian Research Council, the Natural Sciences and En-
gineering Research Council of Canada, the Canada Research Chairs
Program, and the Canada Foundation for Innovation.

S.L.J acknowledges support from the UK Research and Innova-
tion (UKRI) Frontiers Research Grant [EP/X026639/1]. This work
was partially funded by the Australian Government through an Aus-
tralian Research Council Australian Laureate Fellowship (project
number FL210100039) to N.Mc-G and through the Discovery
Projects funding scheme (project DP220101558). J.D.L is part of
the M2FINDERS project. The M2FINDERS project has received
funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the Eu-
ropean Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme
(grant agreement No 101018682). B.M.G. acknowledges the sup-
port of the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council
of Canada (NSERC) through grant RGPIN-2022-03163 and of the
Canada Research Chairs program. M.T. is supported by the Bant-
ing Fellowship (Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council
Canada) hosted at Stanford University and the Kavli Institute for
Particle Astrophysics and Cosmology (KIPAC) Fellowship. C.F. ac-
knowledges funding provided by the Australian Research Council
(Discovery Project DP230102280), and the Australia-Germany Joint
Research Cooperation Scheme (UA-DAAD). S.P.O. acknowledges
support from the Comunidad de Madrid Atracción de Talento pro-
gram via grant 2022-T1/TIC-23797.

We further acknowledge high-performance computing resources
provided by the Leibniz Rechenzentrum and the Gauss Cen-
tre for Supercomputing (grants pr32lo, pr48pi and GCS Large-
scale project 10391), the Australian National Computational In-
frastructure (grant ek9) and the Pawsey Supercomputing Centre
(project pawsey0810) in the framework of the National Compu-
tational Merit Allocation Scheme and the ANU Merit Allocation
Scheme.

Our analysis was performed using the Python programming lan-
guage (Python Software Foundation, https://www.python.org). The
following packages were used throughout the analysis: numpy (Har-
ris et al. 2020), SciPy (Virtanen et al. 2020), matplotlib (Hunter
2007), and yt project (Turk et al. 2011).

DATA AVAILABILITY

This paper uses raw data products that are publicly available on the
CSIRO ASKAP Science Data Archive (CASDA; Chapman et al.
2017; Huynh et al. 2020).

REFERENCES

Bagetakos I., Brinks E., Walter F., de Blok W. J. G., Usero A., Leroy A. K.,
Rich J. W., Kennicutt R. C. J., 2011, AJ, 141, 23

Bapna M., 2019, Future Research Talent Report, Australian National Univer-
sity

Basu S., Johnstone D., Martin P. G., 1999, ApJ, 516, 843
Beck R., Shukurov A., Sokoloff D., Wielebinski R., 2003, A&A, 411, 99
Brentjens M. A., de Bruyn A. G., 2005, A&A, 441, 1217
Buete J. M., 2016, Honours Thesis, Australian National University
Chapman J. M., Dempsey J., Miller D., Heywood I., Pritchard J., Sangster

E., Whiting M., Dart M., 2017, in Lorente N. P. F., Shortridge K., Wayth
R., eds, Astronomical Society of the Pacific Conference Series Vol. 512,
Astronomical Data Analysis Software and Systems XXV. p. 73

Chen Z., Sefako R., Yang Y., Jiang Z., Yu S., Yin J., 2022, Research in
Astronomy and Astrophysics, 22, 075017

Costa A. H., Spangler S. R., 2018, ApJ, 865, 65
Dickey J. M., et al., 2013, Publ. Astron. Soc. Australia, 30, e003
Dubey A., et al., 2008, in Pogorelov N. V., Audit E., Zank G. P., eds, As-

tronomical Society of the Pacific Conference Series Vol. 385, Numerical
Modeling of Space Plasma Flows. p. 145

MNRAS 000, 000–000 (0000)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/141/1/23
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011AJ....141...23B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/307125
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999ApJ...516..843B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20031101
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2003A&A...411...99B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20052990
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005A&A...441.1217B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/ac6f4c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/ac6f4c
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022RAA....22g5017C
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aada06
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018ApJ...865...65C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/pasa.2012.003
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013PASA...30....3D


Magnetised superbubbles in the SMC 15

Federrath C., Roman-Duval J., Klessen R. S., Schmidt W., Mac Low M.-M.,
2010, A&A, 512, A81

Federrath C., Roman-Duval J., Klessen R. S., Schmidt W., Mac Low M. M.,
2022, TG: Turbulence Generator, Astrophysics Source Code Library,
record ascl:2204.001

Ferriere K. M., Mac Low M.-M., Zweibel E. G., 1991, ApJ, 375, 239
Fryxell B., et al., 2000, ApJS, 131, 273
Fukui Y., Ohno T., Tsuge K., Sano H., Tachihara K., 2020, arXiv e-prints, p.

arXiv:2005.13750
Gaensler B., et al., , The Polarisation Sky Survey of the Universe’s Magnetism

(POSSUM). I. Science Goals and Survey Description, Submitted to PASA
Gaensler B. M., Landecker T. L., Taylor A. R., POSSUM Collaboration 2010,

in American Astronomical Society Meeting Abstracts #215. p. 470.13
Gao X. Y., Reich W., Reich P., Han J. L., Kothes R., 2015, A&A, 578, A24
Gentry E. S., Krumholz M. R., Madau P., Lupi A., 2019, MNRAS, 483, 3647
Han J. L., 2017, ARA&A, 55, 111
Hanayama H., Tomisaka K., 2006, ApJ, 641, 905
Harris C. R., et al., 2020, Nature, 585, 357–362
Harvey-Smith L., Gaensler B. M., Kothes R., Townsend R., Heald G. H., Ng

C. Y., Green A. J., 2010, ApJ, 712, 1157
Harvey-Smith L., Madsen G. J., Gaensler B. M., 2011, ApJ, 736, 83
Hatzidimitriou D., Stanimirovic S., Maragoudaki F., Staveley-Smith L.,

Dapergolas A., Bratsolis E., 2005, MNRAS, 360, 1171
Heald G. H., 2012, ApJ, 754, L35
Heiles C., 1979, ApJ, 229, 533
Hollins J. F., Sarson G. R., Shukurov A., Fletcher A., Gent F. A., 2017, ApJ,

850, 4
Hotan A. W., et al., 2021, Publ. Astron. Soc. Australia, 38, e009
Hunter J. D., 2007, Computing in Science and Engineering, 9, 90
Hutschenreuter S., et al., 2022, A&A, 657, A43
Huynh M., Dempsey J., Whiting M. T., Ophel M., 2020, in Ballester P., Ibsen

J., Solar M., Shortridge K., eds, Astronomical Society of the Pacific
Conference Series Vol. 522, Astronomical Data Analysis Software and
Systems XXVII. p. 263

Ideguchi S., Inoue T., Akahori T., Takahashi K., 2022, MNRAS, 513, 3289
Jung S. L., McClure-Griffiths N. M., Pakmor R., Ma Y. K., Hill A. S., Van

Eck C. L., Anderson C. S., 2023, MNRAS, 526, 836
Kaczmarek J. F., Purcell C. R., Gaensler B. M., McClure-Griffiths N. M.,

Stevens J., 2017, MNRAS, 467, 1776
Kim C.-G., Ostriker E. C., 2015, ApJ, 802, 99
Kompaneets A. S., 1960, Soviet Physics Doklady, 5, 46
Kothes R., Brown J.-A., 2009, in Strassmeier K. G., Kosovichev A. G.,

Beckman J. E., eds, Vol. 259, Cosmic Magnetic Fields: From
Planets, to Stars and Galaxies. pp 75–80 (arXiv:0812.3392),
doi:10.1017/S1743921309030087

Krishnarao D., et al., 2022, Nature, 609, 915
Livingston J. D., McClure-Griffiths N. M., Mao S. A., Ma Y. K., Gaensler

B. M., Heald G., Seta A., 2022, MNRAS, 510, 260
Lucchini S., D’Onghia E., Fox A. J., 2024, ApJ, 967, 16
Ma Y. K., et al., 2023, MNRAS, 521, 60
Mao S. A., Gaensler B. M., Stanimirović S., Haverkorn M., McClure-Griffiths

N. M., Staveley-Smith L., Dickey J. M., 2008, ApJ, 688, 1029
McClure-Griffiths N. M., Dickey J. M., Gaensler B. M., Green A. J., 2002,

ApJ, 578, 176
McClure-Griffiths N. M., et al., 2018, Nature Astronomy, 2, 901
Mohan N., Rafferty D., 2015, PyBDSF: Python Blob Detection and Source

Finder, Astrophysics Source Code Library, record ascl:1502.007
Mulcahy D. D., Beck R., Heald G. H., 2017, A&A, 600, A6
Nidever D. L., Monachesi A., Bell E. F., Majewski S. R., Muñoz R. R., Beaton

R. L., 2013, ApJ, 779, 145
Nigra L., Gallagher J. S., Smith L. J., Stanimirović S., Nota A., Sabbi E.,

2008, PASP, 120, 972
Ntormousi E., Dawson J. R., Hennebelle P., Fierlinger K., 2017, A&A, 599,

A94
Oberhelman L., Van Eck C., McClure-Griffiths N., Vanderwoude S., 2024,

Technical Report 71, Diffuse Emission Subtraction for POSSUM Survey.
POSSUM

Oppermann N., et al., 2015, A&A, 575, A118

Pingel N. M., et al., 2022, Publ. Astron. Soc. Australia, 39, e005
Price J. M., et al., , A POSSUM Perspective: Depolarisation and Faraday

Complexity towards the Small Magellanic Cloud, In preparation.
Purcell C. R., et al., 2015, ApJ, 804, 22
Purcell C. R., Van Eck C. L., West J., Sun X. H., Gaensler B. M., 2020,

RM-Tools: Rotation measure (RM) synthesis and Stokes QU-fitting
(ascl:2005.003)

Schnitzeler D. H. F. M., 2010, MNRAS, 409, L99
Sedov L. I., 1959, Similarity and Dimensional Methods in Mechanics. Aca-

demic Press
Seta A., Federrath C., 2020, MNRAS, 499, 2076
Seta A., Federrath C., 2021a, Physical Review Fluids, 6, 103701
Seta A., Federrath C., 2021b, MNRAS, 502, 2220
Seta A., Federrath C., 2022, MNRAS, 514, 957
Seta A., Bushby P. J., Shukurov A., Wood T. S., 2020, Physical Review Fluids,

5, 043702
Seta A., Federrath C., Livingston J. D., McClure-Griffiths N. M., 2023, MN-

RAS, 518, 919
Smart B. M., Haffner L. M., Barger K. A., Hill A., Madsen G., 2019, ApJ,

887, 16
Stanimirovic S., Staveley-Smith L., Dickey J. M., Sault R. J., Snowden S. L.,

1999, MNRAS, 302, 417
Staveley-Smith L., Sault R. J., Hatzidimitriou D., Kesteven M. J., McConnell

D., 1997, MNRAS, 289, 225
Stil J., Wityk N., Ouyed R., Taylor A. R., 2009, ApJ, 701, 330
Tahani M., Plume R., Brown J. C., Kainulainen J., 2018, A&A, 614, A100
Tahani M., et al., 2022a, A&A, 660, L7
Tahani M., et al., 2022b, A&A, 660, A97
Tahani M., et al., 2023, ApJ, 944, 139
Taylor A. R., et al., 2024, MNRAS, 528, 2511
Thomson A. J. M., et al., 2018, MNRAS, 479, 5620
Thomson A. J. M., et al., 2019, MNRAS, 487, 4751
Tomisaka K., 1998, MNRAS, 298, 797
Turk M. J., Smith B. D., Oishi J. S., Skory S., Skillman S. W., Abel T., Norman

M. L., 2011, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series, 192, 9
Vallee J. P., Bignell R. C., 1983, ApJ, 272, 131
Van Eck C. L., et al., , In preparation.
Vanderwoude S., et al., 2024, AJ, 167, 226
Virtanen P., et al., 2020, Nature Methods, 17, 261
Waagan K., Federrath C., Klingenberg C., 2011, J. Comput. Phys., 230, 3331
West J. L., English J., Normandeau M., Landecker T. L., 2007, ApJ, 656, 914
West J. L., Safi-Harb S., Jaffe T., Kothes R., Landecker T. L., Foster T., 2016,

A&A, 587, A148
Whiting C. A., Spangler S. R., Ingleby L. D., Haffner L. M., 2009, ApJ, 694,

1452
van der Laan H., 1962, MNRAS, 124, 125

MNRAS 000, 000–000 (0000)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200912437
http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010A%26A...512A..81F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/170185
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1991ApJ...375..239F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/317361
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2000ApJS..131..273F
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2005.13750
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020arXiv200513750F
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020arXiv200513750F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201424952
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015A&A...578A..24G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty3319
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019MNRAS.483.3647G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-091916-055221
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ARA&A..55..111H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/500527
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2006ApJ...641..905H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2649-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/712/2/1157
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010ApJ...712.1157H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/736/2/83
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011ApJ...736...83H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.09124.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2005MNRAS.360.1171H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/754/2/L35
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2012ApJ...754L..35H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/156986
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1979ApJ...229..533H
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa93e7
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJ...850....4H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/pasa.2021.1
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021PASA...38....9H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2007.55
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007CSE.....9...90H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202140486
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022A&A...657A..43H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1086
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022MNRAS.513.3289I
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad2811
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023MNRAS.526..836J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx206
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017MNRAS.467.1776K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/802/2/99
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ApJ...802...99K
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1960SPhD....5...46K
http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.3392
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1743921309030087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-05090-5
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022Natur.609..915K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab3375
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022MNRAS.510..260L
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad3c3b
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2024ApJ...967...16L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad462
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023MNRAS.521...60M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/590546
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008ApJ...688.1029M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/342470
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002ApJ...578..176M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-018-0608-8
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018NatAs...2..901M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201629907
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017A&A...600A...6M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/779/2/145
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2013ApJ...779..145N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/592236
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008PASP..120..972N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201629268
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017A&A...599A..94N
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017A&A...599A..94N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201423995
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015A&A...575A.118O
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/pasa.2021.59
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022PASA...39....5P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/804/1/22
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ApJ...804...22P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-3933.2010.00957.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2010MNRAS.409L..99S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa2978
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020MNRAS.499.2076S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevFluids.6.103701
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021PhRvF...6j3701S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab128
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021MNRAS.502.2220S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1400
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022MNRAS.514..957S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevFluids.5.043702
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020PhRvF...5d3702S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2972
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2972
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023MNRAS.518..919S
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab4d58
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...887...16S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1999.02013.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1999MNRAS.302..417S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/289.2.225
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1997MNRAS.289..225S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/701/1/330
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJ...701..330S
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201732219
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018A&A...614A.100T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202243322
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022A&A...660L...7T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202141170
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022A&A...660A..97T
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/acac81
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023ApJ...944..139T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stae169
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2024MNRAS.528.2511T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty1865
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2018MNRAS.479.5620T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz1438
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019MNRAS.487.4751T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1998.01654.x
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1998MNRAS.298..797T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/192/1/9
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011ApJS..192....9T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/161269
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1983ApJ...272..131V
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ad2fc8
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2024AJ....167..226V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2
https://rdcu.be/b08Wh
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/510609
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2007ApJ...656..914W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201527001
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016A&A...587A.148W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/694/2/1452
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJ...694.1452W
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2009ApJ...694.1452W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/124.2.125
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1962MNRAS.124..125V

	Introduction
	Method
	Faraday rotation of polarised radio sources
	Diffuse H emission
	HI emission

	Result
	HI-10 shell
	HI-20 shell
	HI-491 shell

	Discussion
	Expected RM patterns around magnetised bubbles from MHD simulations
	Magnetic field strength in the HI shells

	Summary

