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Abstract

Context. Observations of SNRs in X-ray andray bands promise to contribute with important informatin our understanding of
the kinematics of charged particles and magnetic fieldsenvtbinity of strong non-relativistic shocks and, therefoon the nature
of galactic cosmic rays. The accurate analysis of SNRs isaghkected in dierent energy bands requires the support of theoretical
modeling of synchrotron and inverse Compton emission friRS

Aims. We develop a numerical codesfLicut) to synthesize, from MHD simulations, the synchrotron cad-ray and inverse
Comptony-ray emission originating from SNRs expanding in non-umifonterstellar medium (ISM) aridr non-uniform interstellar
magnetic field (ISMF). As a first application, the code is useidvestigate theféects of non-uniform ISMF on the SNR morphology
in the non-thermal X-ray ang-ray bands.

Methods. We perform 3D MHD simulations of a spherical SNR shock exandhrough a magnetized ISM with a gradient of
ambient magnetic field strength. The model includes an appede treatment of upstream magnetic field amplificaticththe dfect

of shock madification due to back reaction of acceleratedhaogays, assuming botfects to be isotropic. From the simulations,
we synthesize the synchrotron radio, X-ray and inverse Gomygray emission with the synthesis coglevLigat, making diferent
assumptions about the details of acceleration and injecfioelativistic electrons.

Results. A gradient of the ambient magnetic field strength inducesnasgtric morphologies in radio, hard X-ray apetay bands
independently from the model of electron injection if th@djent has a component perpendicular to the line-of-sigh8). The
degree of asymmetry of the remnant morphology depends otetfads of the electron injection and acceleration andfi@dint in
the radio, hard X-ray, ang-ray bands. In general, the non-thermal X-ray morphologhésmost sensitive to the gradient, showing
the highest degree of asymmetry. The€ay emission is weakly sensitive to the non-uniform ISMig tlegree of asymmetry of the
remnant morphology being the lowest in this band.

Key words. Magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) — Radiation mechanisms: @nrhal — Shock waves — ISM: supernova remnants —
Gamma rays: ISM — X-rays: ISM

1. Introduction 2001; [Albert et al.| 2007; RX J1713.7-3946, Muraishi et al.
2000; |[Enomotoetal. | 2002; | Aharonianetall _2007a;
It is largely accepted in the literature that the hard X-reyi® |gareshko & Volk 2008; RX J0852.0-4622, Katagiriet al.
sion detected in many young shell-type supernova remnagns: [ Aharonian et al. 2005, 2007b; Enomoto éf al. 2006; and
(SNRS) is synchrotron emission from electrons acceleratedpcyy 86,/ Hoppe & Lemoine-Goumard 2008) allows both for
energies of tens of TeV (e.g. Koyama et al. 1995) by means @fionic and hadronic origin of VHE-rays.
the difusive shock acceleration process. In addition, invers
Compton (IC) collisions of these high energy electrons with Recently, the study of SNRs as particle accelerators has re-
low energy photons from the ambient radiation field (e.g. theeived a strong impulse thanks to the ngwnay observations of
cosmic microwave background; hereafter CMB) are expecté®N\Rs with the instruments of the High Energy Spectroscopic
thus leading to very-high-energy (VHE: 100 GeV)y-ray System (HESS), the Major Atmospheric Gamma-ray Imaging
emission too. In regions of high mass density, ions in thdl sh€herenkov (MAGIC) experiments and the Fermi Gamma-ray
are likely to have been accelerated to similar energies, aBdace Telescope. The analysis of multi-wavelength observa
vy-rays may be due to neutral pion decay from proton-prottions, from radio, to hard X-rays, terays, promises to increase
interactions. The nature of the TeV emission, therefosndd our understanding of the kinematics of charged particles an
on the combination of X-ray synchrotron emitting electronsiagnetic fields in the vicinity of strong non-relativistisaxks
and very energetic ions; it is not clear, at the present timand of the possible role of SNRs for the origin of galactiouizs
which one between the two mainly contributes to the deays (CRS). In this context, a very important source of infar
tected VHEy-rays. The spectral analysis of multi-wavelengtkion could be the distribution of surface brightness obadrin
data of several shell-type SNRs (Cas /A, Aharonian et 8NRs in several bands. For instance, the properties of ihletbr
ness distribution have been crucial in our understandinfef
Send offprint requests to: S. Orlando, acceleration and injection of relativistic electrons thgh SNR
e-mail: orlando@astropa.inaf.it shocks (e.g. the criterion of Rothenflug etlal. 2004 verses th
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azimuthal profile comparison [n_Petruk etlal. 2009c). Rdgent2. MHD modeling and numerical setup

Petruk et al. (2010a, submitted to MNRAS) have compared syn- . . -
thetic distributions of surface brightness predicted fhri®06 XNe adopt the MHD mode| introduced in Paper |, describing

in different bands with observations, deriving important obser/i€ Propagation of a SNR shock through a magnetized ambi-
tional constraints on the modeling of SN 1006. Also, the eorroNt r_nedlum._ The shock propagation Is model_ed by numerically
lations of brightness in radio, X-rays amerays claimed in RX solving the time-dependent ideal MHD equations of mass, mo-

J1713.7-3946 (Acero et/dl. 2009) and some others SNRs (&gnum. and energy conservation in a 3D Cartesian coosdinat

Aharonian et al. 2006) could be considered to favor elestam system , Y, 2) (see Paper | for details). The m_odel does not in-
being responsible for VHE-rays in these SNRS. clude consistently theffects on shock dynamics due to back-

reaction of accelerated CRs. However, we approach fiieete

The analysis of the brightness distributions observed # shock modification by consideringftérent values of the adi-
different energy bands needs to be supported by an accupdatic indexy which is expected to drop from the value of an
comparison of the observed distributions with those ptedic ideal monoatomic gas; in particular, we consider here tisea
by detailed MHD models. For instance, a number of SNR ¥ = 5/3 (for an ideal monoatomic gas),= 4/3 (for a gas
present a bilateral structure (BSNRs; Kesteven & Caswelii19 dominated by relativistic particles), and= 1.1 (for large en-
Fulbright & Reynold$ 1990; Gaensler 1998) and it is not cle&fgy drain from the shock region due to the escape of high en-
how to “translate” this 2D information into a 3D morphologyerdy CRs). In addition, we account for upstream magnetid fiel
of the emission over the SNR shell. The two competing case@plification due to back reaction of accelerated protoyanh-
traditionally invoked are either equatorial-belt or petaps and Plifying the (pre-shock) ambient magnetic field in the néigh
they are related to the model of injection of relativistieatons hoods of the remnant. Thesfiexts, namely shock modification
(isotropic or quasi-perpendicular in the former case arasiu @nd magnetic field amplification, might depend on the oblig-
parallel in the latter case). Establishing the 3D morphplofy Uity angle (i.e. the angle between the external magnetid fiel

SNRs, therefore, may give some important hints on the accel@nd the normal to the shock); for instance, they could follow
ation theory. the same dependence of the injectidhcéency (i.e. the frac-

tion of accelerated electrons). However, at the preser, tihe

The distribution of surface brightness of synchrotron emislependence of thesdfects on the obliquity angle is not un-
sion in SNRs expanding through a uniform interstellar mediuderstood and, therefore, we consider here the simplestafase
(ISM) and uniform interstellar magnetic field (ISMF) has beeisotropic shock modification and magnetic field amplificatio
extensively investigated, through numerical modelingbd@ih (i.e. no additional obliquity-dependent magnetic-fielddifica-
the radio |(Fulbright & Reynolds 1990) and X-ray (Reynbldgon has been assumed). On the other hand, such a choice makes
1998, 2004) bands; in particular, the dependence of thdatarigeasier our analysis of non-thermal images which are alrgady
ness distributions on thefeeiency of the acceleration procesdluenced by the obliquity dependence of other processesdite.g
has been explored, consideringfdrent injection models. First jection eficiency, magnetic field compression, maximum energy
IC y-ray maps of SNRs in a uniform ISM and ISMF have beeof electrons; see Se€i 3). The simulations are performiag us
presented by Petruk etlal. (2009a) who investigated thegproptherLasu code (Fryxell et al. 2000), an adaptive mesh refinement
ties of brightness distributions in VHE-rays as compared to multiphysics code for astrophysical plasmas.
the distributions in the radio band (see also Petruk et dl0BD As initial conditions, we adopt parameters appropriateto r
submitted to MNRAS). Recently, Petruk et al. (2009b) praabs produce the SNR SN 1006 after 1000 yr of evolution: we assume
a method to predict ICG-ray images of SNRs starting froman initial spherical remnant with radiugs,, = 0.5 pc, originat-
observed synchrotron radio maps and spatially resolvedyX-ring from a progenitor star with mass of4lMs,, and propa-
spectral analysis (e.g. Miceli et'al. 2009) of SNRs. gating through an unperturbed magneto-static medium. fike i

tial total energyEy is set to a value leading to a remnant ra-

Ina pTEViOUS work (Orlando etal. 2007, hereafter Paper Bius rsnr ® 9 pc att = 1000 yr EO ranges betweers 1.3 and
we have investigated the origin of asymmetries in the_ radiom 1 8x 10°! erg, depending o) and is partitioned so that most of
phology of BSNRs through a model of a SNR expanding througie SN energy is kinetic energy. The remnant expands through
either a non-uniform ISM or a non-uniform ISMF. In this papefan homogeneous isothermal medium with particle number den-
we extend our analysis to the non-thermal X-ray andy#@y sjty n = 0.05 cnt3 and temperatur@ = 10* K. We consider
emission. In particular, we develop a numerical cadsi(iGnt)  three diferent configurations of the unperturbed ambient mag-
to synthesize the synchrotron radio, X-ray, anch€ay emis- netic field: 1) a uniform ambient magnetic field (runs Unif-g1
sion from 3D MHD simulations; then we couple the synthesignif-g2, and Unif-g3); 2) a gradient of ambient magneticdiel
code with the MHD model introduced in Paper | (extended &rength perpendicular to the average magnetic field (ruad-G
include a simple treatment of upstream magnetic field amplifsz-g1, Grad-BZ-g2, and Grad-Bz-g3); and 3) a gradient of am-
cation and the ffect of shock modification due to back reaCtiOfbient magnetic field Strength a”gned with the average rnﬁxgne
of accelerated CRs) and investigate tfieets of a non-uniform field (runs Grad-BX-g1, Grad-BX-g2, Grad-BX-g3).

ISMF on the morphology of the remnantin the hard X-ray and In the case of a uniform ISMF, we assume that the field is ori-

ray bands. Though remnants of Type la supernovae are expeglgted parallel to the axis. In the other two cases, the ambient

to expand in an almost uniform ISMF, here we show that everhgagnetic field is assumed to be dip8laFhe dipole is oriented

very small gradient of the ISMF can influence significantlg thparallel to thex axis and located either on tzexis (x = y = 0)

non-thermal remnant morphology. atz = —100 pc (Grad-BZ-g1, Grad-BZ-g2, Grad-BZ-g3) or on
. thex axis y = z = 0) atx = —100 pc (Grad-BX-g1, Grad-BX-

In Sect[2 we describe the MHD model and the numericgh 24 Bx.g3). In all the cases, we assume the magnetit fiel
setup; in SecL.]3 We_de_scnk_)e the_computa’uon of syn_chrc)(ron strength to beBy, = 30 uG at the center of the SN explosion
ray and ICy-ray emission, including model of relativistic elec-
tron behavior; in SecL]4 we discuss the results; and, finaly 1 This idealized situation is adopted here mainly to ensurgnet-
Sect[$ we draw our conclusions. staticity of the non-uniform field.
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Table 1.Relevant initial parameters of the simulations. 3. Synchrotron X-ray and inverse-Compton  ‘y-ray
emission (REMLIGHT)
=3 magnetic field K.y, 2P From the model results, we synthesize synchrotron radi@yx-

[10°terg] configuration pc and ICy-ray emission, by generalizing the approach of Reynolds
Unif-g1 53 1.30 uniform - (1998) to cases of non-uniform ISM glod non-uniform ISMF.
Unif-g2 43 1.54 uniform - In Paper I, we have already discussed the synthesis of syn-
Unif-g3 11 181 uniform - chrotron radio emission and we refer the reader to that dfaper
g:gg-g?g% ;5:3; i-gg ;—Zggi Eg 8’ —iggg the details of calculation. Here we discuss the synthesisraiy
Grad-Bz-g3 11 181 o atrat. (00, —100) 2:3&51{3; ray emission as it is implemented in the synthesis code
Grad-BX-g1 33 1.30 x—strat. ¢1000,0) ’
Grad-BX-g2 43 1.54 x—strat. ¢1000,0) ~ One could assume that the synchrotron X-ray oyi@y ra-
Grad-BX-g3 1.1 1.81 X—strat. £10Q,0,0) diation is due to relativistic electrons distributed with@nergy

MeC &c

ty = 2.84x 10° Eg n M yr (1)

ism

spectrumN(E) = KE Sexp(-E/Emay electrons cm® erg st
3|nitial energy of the explosior?. Coordinates of the magnetic dipole_(e'g' Gaisser et &l. 1998), whefeis the electron energyy(E)
tions of motion and with energies in the intervel E + dE], K
is the normalization of the electron distributicathe power law
(x = y = z = 0), roughly an order of magnitude higher than thindex, andEmax the maximum energy of electrons accelerated by
value has been chosen to mimic théeets of upstream mag-Off could be broader than pure exponent (e.g. Ellisonlet al.|,2000
netic field amplification (see discussion above). In such g, we£001:Uchiyama et &l. 2003; Lazendic et al. 2004). Theredere
the post-shock ambient magnetic field is expected to be of eSUMe that the energy spectrum of electrons is given by
configurations with non-uniform ISMF, the field strengthiear s
by a factor~ 6 over 60 pc: either in the direction perpendicN(E) = KE™>exp|—
ular to the average ambient fie(®) (Grad-BZ-g1, Grad-BZ-
Grad-BX-g3). We follow the expansion of the remnant for 100W_herea < 1is the parameter regulating the broadening of the
yr. Table[l summarizes the physical parameters characigriZ1/9N-€nergy end of electron spectfiim o
the simulations considered here. The volume emissivity due to synchrotron or IC radiation
computational domain which extends betwedi® and 10 pc in
all directions. At the coarsest resolution, the adaptivelmadgo- . 0
rithm used in therLasa code ¢aramesH; IMacNeice et dl. 2000) i(e) = fo N(E)A(E. e, B) dE, ®3)
82 blocks, each with 8cells. We allow for 5 additional nested : o - -
levels of refinement during the first 100 yr of evolution widso- WhereAE(E, S’dB) 1S tﬂe rar::llatlon power El)'fha smgle _el_(te{;:t)rog with
S X . . i energyE, ande is the photon energy. The emissivitfs), de-
lution increasing twice at each refinement level; then thralmer pends on the magnetic field strengi.only in the synchrotron
yr as the remnant radius increases following the expangithreo t a given ener by intearating the emissiviti(s) at each
remnant through the magnetized medium. The refinement crig ag dy. by INteg 9 1tY(=)
rion adonted (Ebhnmr 19%7) follows the changes in density a_%mt _along e_ach LoS in a raster scan (assuming that theesourc
ptedit = 9 is optically thin).
tion of ~ 0.0098 pc at the finest level during the first 100 yr Sr e :
of evolution (wheg the radius of the remnangt] wag pc) and i) the spectral distribution of radiation power of a sindiee
~ 0.078 pc at the end of the simulation, corresponding to pn with energyE in the magnetic field is
tively. We assume zero-gradient conditions at all bouredari \/§e?ﬂ¢|3 e
The model does not include the radiative cooling, desogibir'i\X(E» g)=———Fl—=]. (4)
only the free and adiabatic expansion phases of the reniriaat.
' critical frequencyy the angle between the magnetic field and
the LoS,u, is eitheruy = sing for the case of ordered mag-
. _ c1 = 3e/(4nmic®), e andme are the charge and mass of electron,
whereEs; = Eo/(10°! erg) andnisn is the particle number den- respectivelyg is the speed of light. The special functiditw)
sity of the ISM. In our set of simulationg, > 10° yr which is
eled SNRs therefore never reach the radiative phase. Ottt Ochrotron radio emission is expressedN(@&) = KE™ electrons ci?
hgn(_j, here we aim at descrl_bmg young SNRs (|_.e. those that arg s (see, for instance, Paper I).
still in the adiabatic expansion phase) from which non#ti@r 3 Note however that recent work by Kang & RYu (2010) suggests th

moment. is the number of electrons per unit volume with arbitraryedir
galactic ISMF expected at the location of SN 1006. This hi e shock. Nevertheless, some observations suggest that the cut-
order of a few hundredG as deduced from observations. In the
E \
=] @
g2, Grad-BZ-g3), or parallel tB) (Grad-BX-g1, Grad-BX-g2,
The SN explosion is at the centet §,2) = (0,0,0) of the Can be expressed as

uniformly covers the 3D computational domain with a mesh of
of nested levels progressively decreases down tot2-aL000 emission process. We compute the surface brightness oNRe S
temperature. This grid configuration yields dfeetive resolu- In the case of synchrotron emissivity in the X-ray band,
equivalent uniform mesh of 203@&nd 256 grid points, respec-
transition time from adiabatic to radiative phase for a SNR i

netic field oru, = (sing) = n/4 for disordered magnetic field,
much larger than the time covered by our simulations. Our-modz Ngte that the distribution of electrord(E) in the case of syn-
X-ray andy-ray emission is commonly detected. a> 1.
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can be approximated as (e.g. Rybicki & Lightrman 1985; Walliwhere®, is the obliquity anglefg:(®,) is a function describ-

1959): ing smooth variations o myax Versus obliquityVg, is the shock
velocity, B, is the pre-shock ISMF strength, a#id- 1, 2, 3 cor-
2.15w3 w < 0.01, responds respectively to loss-limited, time-limited asdape-
limited models ofEqax The values ofg and A are:qz = 1,
F(w) ={ Vaw’?exp(w) 00l1<w<5, (5) o2 =gz = 0, andA; = -1/2, 2, = A3 = 1 (Reynolds 1998).
Note that we assum@ = 0 because 1Emax rises quite slowly
V2w expew)  w>5. with time when it is determined by the finite time of accelera-

tion (Reynolds 1998), even in the nonuniform ISM, and 2) most
We found the above approximation quite accurate with discreof emission rises from downstream regions close to the shock
ancies <4% from the exact value. In additiorf,” Fde = 1.59 therefore, the variation dimax due to velocity variation is neg-
while the exact value is/89V3 = 1.61. ligible in the (thin) emitting region. From Ef] 9, we expréiss

In the case ofy-ray emissivity due to IC proceske, the surface variation oBay as
spectral distributionAc(E, €) of radiation power of a single A
electron in a black-body photon field in EQl 3 is (see alSomaxe = Emaxe) fee(@0) Vi By’ (10)
Petruk et all. 2009a)
ot whereEnmaxe, is a free parameter, representing the maximum en-
_ €2, ergy in a pointp on the SNR surface where the ISMF is parallel
Aic(E.2) = prerll Tic(ne. mo) » ©) 5 the shock normalVsy = Vsn/Vsnj» Bo = Bo/Boy, Vsny and

. . By, are the shock velocity and pre-shock ISMF strength in the
whererl is the Lorenz factor of electroa; = KTcmer, Temer IS _pgi”nt p, respectively.

the temperature of the cosmic microwave background ratiati A "yatailed theoretical framework : 0 L
~ providing the obliquity
(CMBR) assumed to b&cwier = 2.75K, dependence oEma was presented by Reynalds (1998) and

ce &2 is based on the prescription forfilision byl Jokipii [(1987).
e = % , 7o = 5 5 , (7) However, this theory is limited to the test-particle regjras-
(mec?) Armec?(I'mec? — &) suming no magnetic field amplification. On the other hand, at

the present time, a more general theory describing the uhbliq
dependence dEnay is still lacking. For the sake of generality,
we adopt here some arbitrary smooth variation&gfx versus
obliquity with the goal to see how fiierent trends in the oblig-
2 5 (70 12 uity dependence oEn .y influence the visible morphology of.
Tic(ne, mo) ~ 5l exp[—‘—1 (—) ] SNRs. In fact, the remnant morphology — once we are not in-
e terested in the exact comparison with observations — is Inain

[ 5 (UO)OJH [ 2 (Uo)] affected by the contra€imax = Emaxj/Emax. and not by the
+2noexp|-= | pl-% (=

and the special functiofiic(nc, 7o) can be accurately approxi-
mated as (Petruk 2009)

(8) exact shape of the dependence on obliquity, once the Iatter i
3\n assumed to be smooth.

Our strategy is to consider smooth variationsEafax ver-
sus obliquity that correspond to the loss-limited, tinraied

C

This approximation representSc (¢, 70) in any regime, from
Thomson to extreme Klein-Nishina. The approximation is %ind escape-limited models @may in the theoretical frame-

act in the Thomson limit. It restores detailed calculatiarith work of[Reynolds/(1998). Since, in general, the mechanism i
maximum error of 30% in the range of parameters which IVithg electron acceleration (i.e.’ Ioss-limite1d, time-iied and
non-negligible contribution to emission. escape-limited) may be fiierent at diferent shock obliquity
angles, we calculate the value &f,,x appropriate for each

3.1. Maximum energy of electrons Iimitation mechanism at each _point, by consideriBgax =

. min[Emax1, Emax2, Emax3] (Wwhere indexes 12, 3 correspond re-
We follow the approach of Reynolds (1998) for the descriptiaspectively to loss-limited, time-limited and escape-tieni mod-
of time evolution and surface vz;rlatlon & nax generalllzmg els). This way to computEmay is adopted in Sedt. 4.2,4.3, and
his approach to cases of non-uniform ISM archon-uniform g where we assume also to be in the Bohm limit (i.e. gyrofac-
ISMF. [Reynolds|(1998) considered three alternatives foeti (o) n = 1) in the test-particle regime. In particular, in Sécfl 4.2,
and spatial dependence Bf.x. Namely, the maximum accel- we introduce a reference case for which the adopted set of pa-
erated energy maybe determined: 1) by the electron radiatpymeters (see SeEf#.1) lead€tqy > 1. Note that the adopted
losses (due to synchrotron and IC processes), 2) by theetimitysrameters make this case suitable for comparison withg/oun
time of acceleration (due to the finite age of the remnant)3ndnon-thermal SNRs as, for instance, SN 1006. In additiortHer
by properties of micro-physics when the scattering of etet gake of generality, in Sedt_4.4 ahdl4.5, we explore thects
with E > Enmax becomes lessfiécient and the electrons freelyon the remnant morphology of various obliquity dependescie

escape fgom the region of accelerafloihe maximum energy of g, by considering also cases for which the cont@gly is
IS given by < 1.

Emaxe o Te£(0O0) ng] Bgf s 9) 5 The “gyrofactor” is defined as the ratio between the meandatk,
A, along the magnetic field and the gyroradiys(see Reynolds 1998).

4 For the escape case, it is commonly assumed that MHD waves Iregeneral it is expected that the mean free path can be nohass,,
sponsible for the scattering are much weaker above somdewaik, so thatp > 1; the equality corresponds to the Bohm limit, i.e. a level
Amax, @NdEmay IS approximately the energy of particles with that gyroef turbulence leading to wave amplitudes comparable to tétéogary
radius (e.g. Reynolds 1998). magnetic field strength.
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3.2. Post-shock evolution of the electron distribution whereo = (y + 1)/(y — 1) is the shock compression ratio and
is the Eulerian coordinate, together with the continuityaipn

As in|Reynolds|(1998), we assume that relativistic electanme go(a)azda — p(a, Hr2dr and the derivative

confined in the fluid elements which advect them from the megi

of acceleration. Fluid element with Lagrangian coordireate dE; 1
R(t;) was shocked at timt, whereR is the radius of the shock. 9E ~ ez (18)
At that time, the electron distribution on the shock was adfaq
E \* implies that downstream
N(E;, t;) = Ks(a, ti)Ei‘Sexp[—( ! ) } , (11) P
Emax(ti)

wherekE; is the electron energy at tintg K is the normalization N(E, a,t) = K(a,t)E~652
of the electron distribution immediately after the shoak thie

following, index “s” refers to the immediately post-shocilv X exp
ues), ands is the power law index. At variance with Paper I,

we are interested here in synchrotron X-ray and/y emis- o
sion. In this case, the evolution of the electron distribafias to  With K(a 1) = Ks(t) &% Emax(t, ©o) is given by EqLID, and
account for energy losses of electrons due to both adiabetic taking into account EQ.15. Assuming thétoc psVsn(t)™®, i.e. it
pansion and radiative losses caused by synchrotron andokC praries with the shock velocitysy(t) and, in case of non-uniform
cesses. At timg, the energy of the electron confined in the fluidSM, with the immediately post-shock value of mass dengiy,
element with Lagrangian coordinatess R(tj) was (cf. Eq. 26 the downstream variation ¢f(a, t) is described by the relation

E a
- ( Emax(t, ©0) ¥ (&, R) ‘Sadgrad) ] ’ (19)

inReynolds 1998) (see Paper 1)
E = E (12) b2
EadCrad K@t  f(Oo(t)) (P(a, t))
whereE is the electron energy at the present tim@,gis aterm  Ks(Rt)  f(®o(t)) \Ps(R 1)
accounting for the energy losses of electrons due to adé@bat ~b(y-1)/2~(s-1)/3 t) \P/2+(s+2)/3
expansion (po_(a)) (p(a, ) ) , (20)
Po(R) ps(R1)
1/3 1/3 1/3
R

Eada,t) = (M) = (M) (M) (13) wheref.(®,) is the obliquity dependence of the injectiofiie

ps(t) ps(t) Po(d)

ciencys (the fraction of accelerated electrons). Again, in the lack

o is the mass density (in the following, index “o” refers to th®f theoretical dependence of the injectioffi@ency on oblig-
pre-shock values)S.aq is a term accounting for the radiativeuity in case of éicient acceleration, we consider a number of

losses of electrons smooth functions forf.(®,), exploring either increasing or de-
creasing injection. In fact, such an approach, which cansid
EadE,at)=1-I(a t)i (14) different contrastdy/f;, either> 1 or< 1 is realized in our
Er, previous paper Petruk etlal. (2009a); there, it was shown how

) , . the change in the injection contrast influences non-theimmal
Er = 637/(Bg 1) erg is the fiducial energy at parallel shockyges of SNRs in uniform ISM and uniform ISMF. In the present
(Reynolds 19¢8)B; | = B + B g is an “effective” magnetic paper, for simplicity and in order to see thigeets from nonuni-
field at parallel shock accounting energy losses due to I€ sc@rmity of ISMF, we limit our considerations to three corsitsof
terings on the photons of CMBcmp = 3.27 uG is the magnetic injection. Namely, following Reynolds (1998), we considee
field strength with energy density equal to that in the CMB, following models: quasi-parallelf{(®,) = cos ®s), isotropic
the time, and’ (a, t) is an integral independent &fwhich is cal- (f.(®,) = 1), and quasi-perpendiculafi.(®,) = sir? @s), where
culated with the approach described in Appefidix A. The ebect Oy is related to®, through the expression cég = o-él COoSO,.
energy losses in a given fluid element are mainly due to rigdiat The first injection model leads to a three-dimensional potars

losses ifEr < Emax and to adiabatic expansiont > Emax. structure of the remnant, whereas the latter two producesa+th
At time t;, the shock was able to accelerate an electraiimensional equatorial-belt structure of the remnant.
confined in the fluid element with Lagrangian coordinat® Radiative losses of electroris « E2 are mostly &ective
Emax(ti). From Eq[®, we derive that in modification of the distributioMN(E, a,t) aroundE ~ Emax
q 1 (Reynolds 19€8). This may be noted in Eq] 19. The variation
Emax(ti) _ fe(®o(ti) (Vsn(t) )" ( Bo(@) )" _ FaR) (15) ©f the energy distributioN(E, a,1) of electrons with energy
Emaxt)  fE(©o(t)) \ Vsn(t) | \Bo(R)) ' E <« Emax (in this case alsE <« E;, leading t0&ag —

) 1), i.e. electrons with negligible radiative losses, isegivby
The ratlo,.Vsh(ti)/Vsh(t), may bg expressed through pressie, N(E, a,t)/Ns(E, R t) = K(a, t)/Ks(R t), whereNs(E, R t) is the
and densityp (Hnatyk & Petruk 1999) energy distribution of electrons immediately after the cho
' 12 (y-1)/2 /2 This expression does not depend on endfggnd, in fact, we
Vanlti) _ (P@ )™ po(@) p(a.t) (16) have used this expression in Paper | for investigation oppro
Vsn(t) Ps(t) Po(R) ps(t)

erties of surface brightness distribution of SNR emittirsg r
The conservation law for the number of particles per u o frequencies. In contrast, the modification of the disttion
volume per unit energy interval

(E, a,t) due to dfective electron radiation is given by the two
last multipliers in Eq_IO. The radiative losses of elecsrtirere-
a? dadE; fore are important for the surface brightness distributibBNR

N(E,at) = N(Ei,&ti)m, (A7) in X-ray andy-rays.
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z [pc]
o
T

LoS

Y S S S Figure 2. Relevant angles describing the orientation of the ISMF
-5 0 5 and of the gradient of ISMF strength with respect to the oleser
x [pc] ¢p is the angle between the (average) unperturbed ISMF and
the LoS, andpyg is the angle between the gradient of the ISMF

Figure 1. 3D rendering of the mass densitytat 1000 yrfora gyength and the vertical line passing through the centénef
remnant expanding through a uniform ISMF and for three casgsnnanta, .

of y = 5/3, 4/3, 1.1 (runs Unif-g1, Unif-g2, and Unif-g3, see
Tabled).
configurations explored in this paper, the gradient of ISMF
strength is either normal (runs Grad-BZ-g1, Grad-BZ-gadsr
4. Synchrotron and IC images of SNRs expanding BZ-g3; V(B)| alongz) or aligned (runs Grad-BX-g1, Grad-BX-
through non-uniform ISMF 02, Grad-BX-g3;V|(B)| alo.ng X) to (B). Since we analyzg the
remnant morphology as it would be observed fronfatent
The evolution of the remnant expanding through the nopeints of view, we define two angles to describe the orienati
uniform ISMF has been described in Paper | where the readérB) andV|(B)| in the space (see Figl 23 is the angle be-
is referred to for more details. Figuré 1 shows the 3D renddween(B) and the L0S, an@vg is the angle betweeR|(B)|
ing of the mass density at= 1000 yr in the three cases ¢f and the normal to the ISMF in the plane of the sky (akjsin
considered for uniform ISMF. The maitffect ofy on the shock Fig.[2). The first angle is the aspect angle commonly usedein th
dynamics is to change its compression ratio and the distafhcditerature. The definition of the second angle allows us e
the contact discontinuity from the blast wave position; epeh- the remnant morphology for various aspect angles and fod fixe
dence on the obliquity angle is presepteing uniform in each ¢vs, VI(B)| lying on a cone with anglevs (see FiglR). In cases
simulation. The value of is expected therefore to influence thén which the gradienVB is aligned with the average ISMF (runs
absolute values of emission in the radio, X-ray aagy bands Grad-BX-g1, Grad-BX-g2, Grad-BX-g3)vs = 90° by defini-
but not the large scale morphology of the remnant to which thion. In Grad-BZ models, the angle betwe@) and V|(B)| is
paper is focused on. In the following, we first discuss the efdways 96. In the following, the images are calculated for vari-
fects of non-uniform ISMF on the synchrotron and IC emissiodus values of the angles defined above and with a resolution of
adopting, as reference, the case with 5/3, allowing the direct 256x 256 pixels.
comparison of our results with those available in the liene;
then in Sect 413, we discuss th&eet of y on the morphology
of the non-thermal emission.
In all the synthetic images presented below, we introdu@@e prescriptions for the electron energy distributiomgtpoint
the procedure of magnetic field disordering (with randonly o inside the remnant and for the synthesis of synchrotron and
ented magnetic field vector in each point) downstream of thé emission discussed in SeEi. 3 are characterized by devera
shock (see Paper [), according to observations showing a lparameters regulating the energy spectrum of relativedtic-
degree of polarization (10-15%; e.g. Tycho, Dickel et al919 trons, the injection ficiency, the time and spatial dependence
SN 1006, Reynolds & Gilmore 1993). Note that the obliquitgf Ena.y, etc.. In the following, we limit the model parameter
angle Qs is derived from®, through the conversion formulaspace through some assumptions that allow us to fix some of the
cosOs = o' €0sO, given in Sect 312 and, therefore, does nqsarameters.
take into account the magnetic field disordering; as dismliby In particular, we assume that the power law index in[Eq. 2
Fulbright & Reynolds|(1990), this corresponds to the assumig s = 2, as suggested by many observations of BSNRs (e.g.
tion that the disordering process takes place over a lomgert for SN 1006/ Miceli et al. 2009). In the test-particle regirttee
scale than the electron injection which occurs in the clas&p index should be related to the shock compression ratio girou
imity of the shock. s=(2+0)/(c— 1) witho = (y + 1)/(y - 1). In case of ficient
In all the simulations, we assume the (average) unperturkstbck acceleration, the electron energy distribution el
ISMF (B) oriented along the axis. In the two magnetic field The value ofsthat should be used in an approximation like Eq. 2

4.1. Parameter space
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is rather a mean radio-to-X-ray spectral index whose vadue i

around 2 (e.d. Allen et &, 2008), independent of the locies 307 ‘ ‘ ‘
of the electron spectrum. As for the curvature of the spectru 251
aroundEay, We assume that = 0.5 in Eq[2. In fact, this could r
be the case in SN 1006 and G347.3-0.5 where a number of mod-__ L
els suggestr ~ 0.5 (Ellison et all 2000, 2001; Uchivamaetal. > 20;
2003; Lazendic et dl. 2004). 2 C

The maximum energy at parallel shoEk.y is a free pa- - 15:
rameter in EQ_TI0 that we assume tothg,, = 26 TeV in most - 1
of our calculations. This parameter has to be compared tith t W 1or ]
fiducial energy at parallel shock definedtg = 637/(B%; ) i Grad-BZ-g1 ]
erg (Reynolds 1998); for the cases considered here, we have 5{ 3
E:,) = 14 TeV in models with uniform ISMFE;; = 12 TeV ofl lGrad-Bx-gll 1 1
in Grad-BZ models an; = 2 TeV in Grad-BX modef$ In 0 20 180 270 360

all these cases, thereforlg; < Emax for a significant portion
of the remnant and the electron energy losses are mainlyodue t
radiative losses (see discussion in Secl. 3.2). In Be¢twé.&-  Figure 3. Azimuthal profiles of the maximum ener@,ax com-
vestigate the dependence of the non-thermal emissidi@ky, puted in run Grad-BZ-g1 (solid line) and Grad-BX-g1 (dashed
by exploring cases for whicEnax < Er and the electron energyline) when the aspect angledg = 90° and the gradient of mag-
losses are mainly due to adiabatic expansion. netic field strength lies in the plane of the skyg = 0° in run

The parameteb in Eq.[20 is a constant and determines ho@rad-BZ-g1 andsys = 90° in run Grad-BX-g1). The shock is
the injection diciency depends on the shock properties; we agarallel around 9and 278 and perpendicular around 18énd
sumed thakg o psVsh(t)_b (see Secf._312 and Paper I). On thea36(®. In both models, the contraBtyax > 1.
retical ground$ might be expected to be negative, reflecting an
expectation that injectiorfigciency may behave in a way similar
to accelerationféiciency: stronger shocks might inject particlesicular, we found there that asymmetric BSNRs are produced
more dfectively! Reynolds (1998) considered three empirical af-a gradient of the ambient magnetic field stren§B is not
ternatives forb as a free parameter, namely= 0,-1,-2. In aligned with the LoS. In this section we extend our analysis t
particularb = -2 is commonly assumed in many areas of astreon-thermal X-rays and I1§¢-rays. To this end, we synthesize the
physics such as gamma-ray bursts and prompt radio and X-sgychrotron and IC emission, considering each of the trasex
emission from SNe. However Bandiera & Petruk (2010) hawd variation of electron injectionf@ciency with shock obliquity
shown that models preferring a constant fraction of the khofquasi-perpendicular, isotropic, and quasi-parallefipiarinjec-
energy to be transferred into CRs (itke= —2) are rejected by tion). Also we assume the adiabatic index toybe 5/3; the ef-
statistical analysis of two SNR samples. In addition, Retru fects of lowery values on the remnant morphology are explored
al. (2010a, submitted to MNRAS) compared their model resuin Sect[4.B8. Here the maximum energy of electrons is calcu-
with experimental data of the remnant SN 1006 and found tHated at each point &max = MIN[Emax1, Emax2, Emax3] (Where
b has a value between 0 ard.. Petruk et al. (2010b, submit-indexes 12,3 correspond respectively to loss-limited, time-
ted to MNRAS) showed that the smallerthe thicker the radial limited and escape-limited models; see discussion in Befyt.
profiles of the surface brightness in all bands; &ie@ mostly For the set of parameters chosen for our simulations, itsturn
prominent in radio band. Since nffect on the pattern of asym-out that the loss-limited model is dominant at all obliquety-
metries induced by a non-uniform ISMF is expected (see Pagges, thus simplifying the analysis of non-thermal imagethis
1), we assumé = 0 in all our calculations, this being the mostection. Figuré13 showEmax versus the azimuthal angle (the
neutral case. azimuth is measured counterclockwise from the "north” & th

The synthetic images are expected to depend on the remrtantnant) for runs Grad-BZ-g1 and Grad-BX-gl. In both cases,
age (Reynolds 1998). To reduce further the number of model fi@nax is characterized by two maxima where the ISMF is paral-
rameters, we focus here on remnant 1 kyr old, as in the casdedfto the shock normal (around 9@nd 276); thus the contrast
SN 1006. Finally, radio, X-ray ang-ray images are synthesizedof Emax iS Cmax > 1. The strength of the unperturbed ISMF is
at 1 GHz, 3 keV, and 1 TeV, respectively. It is worth to emphahe largest at 180(90°) and the lowest at 360(27C) in run
size that all the above parameters are not expected to icfluefrad-BZ-g1 (Grad-BX-g1) due to the magnetic field gradient.
the pattern of the asymmetries induced by a non-uniform ISMFhe latter determines the asymmetries in the azimuthallerofi
on which the present paper is focused (see, also, [Sett. dab fof Emax in run Grad-BZ-g1, the two maxima are converging on
discussion on the influence &mnax; on the remnant morphol- the side where the field is the most intense, the gradiengbein
ogy). perpendicular to the average magnetic field; in run GradeBX-
the two maxima have fferent intensities (with the largest where
the magnetic field is the lowé8t the gradient being parallel to
the average magnetic field.

As an example, Fig&l 4 andl 5 show the maps of synchrotron

In Paper I, we analyzed the asymmetries induced by a ndadio, X-ray, and IG-ray surface brightness&t 1 kyr, in each

uniform ISMF in the radio morphology of the remnant. In parof the three injection models (quasi-perpendicular, &yitr, and

quasi-parallel). The aspect anglegis = 90° in all images, i.e.
6 Note thatE;, depends on the magnetic field strength at paralhe ambient magnetic field is perpendicular to the LoS; tigdean

lel shock which is dierent in the three configurations of unperturbedvg is 0° for run Grad-BZ-g1 and $0for Grad-BX-g1.

ISMF explored here due to the magnetic field gradient (inredldases,

we fix the magnetic field strength at the center of the SN eimh)s 7 In the loss-limited modefE ., « B2, see Secf31.

Azimuth [degrees]

4.2. Asymmetries in the remnant morphology: the reference
case
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Radio [1 GHz] X—ray [3 keV] y—ray [1 TeV] Radio [1 GHz] X—ray [3 keV] y—ray [1 TeV]

quasi-perpendicular
quasi—perpendicular

isotropic
isotropic

\ J

.
I

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
surface brightness [a.u.] surface brightness [a.u.]

quasi-parallel
quasi—parallel

Figure 4. Maps of synchrotron radio (left), X-ray (center), andrigure 5. As in Fig.[4 for run Grad-BX-g1. Both the average am-
IC y-ray (right) surface brightness (normalized to the maximubient magnetic field and the gradient of magnetic field stiteng
of each map) at = 1 kyr synthesized from run Grad-BZ-g1,are along the horizontal axis. The relevant anglessare 90°
assuming randomized internal magnetic field. The relevant and¢yg = 9C°

gles aregg = 90° and¢vg = 0°. The figure shows the quasi-

perpendicular (top), isotropic (middle), and quasi-patgbot-

tom) particle injection models. The adiabatic indexis 5/3.

The average ambient magnetic field is along the horizonta] axsi,, js found to resemble a shell structure. On the other hand
the gradient of magnetic field strength is along the vertaid. 1 . bipolary-ray morphology of SN 1006 revealed by HESS
(Acero et al.l 2010), with the bright lobes strongly corretht

The main factorsfiecting the azimuthal variations of surfacdVith non-thermal X-rays, may be easily reproduced in thegpol
brightness are the variations of: injectioftigency f.(®,) and caps scenario (quaS|-paraIIeI_|nJect|on).
magnetic fieldBs(0,) in the radio bandf.(®,), Bs(®,) and max- The dfects of the non-unlform_IS_MF on the remnant mor-
imum energyEmax(@,) in the X-ray bandf.(6,) andEmax(®o) phology in the X-ray band are S|mll<3r to those discussed in
in the IC y-ray band. Therefore, the morpho|ogy of the ren'Eaper | for the rad|(:.) band: remnants with tWO.non-therm@»(-r
nant in the three bands carffé considerably in appearance. Ifobes of diferent brightness (upper left panel in Fig. 4 and lower
the radio and in the X-ray band, the remnant shows two lobigét panel in Fig[b) are produced if a gradient of ambient mag
located at perpendicular shocks in the quasi-perpendienia netic field strength is perpendicular to the lobes; remnaitts
isotropic models (i.e. where the magnetic field is largeny a converging similar non-thermal X-ray lobes (lower left pam
at parallel shocks in the quasi-parallel model (i.e. whenit-e Fig.[4 and upper right panel in Figl 5) are produced if the gra-
ting electrons reside). The lobes are much thinner in X-ragdent runs between the two lobes. Analogous asymmetries are
than in radio because of the large radiative losses at tte higound in they-ray morphology of the remnant although the de-
est energies that make the X-ray emission dominated by ra@fiee of asymmetry is less evident. Note however that, inaise ¢
closest to the shock. In theray band, the remnant morphol-of isotropic injection, the-ray lobes are converging on one side
ogy changes significantly in the three injection modelss ili  When radio and X-ray lobes are characterized iffedent bright-
most ring-like (with two faint minima at parallel shocks) @i Ness (see Fid@l4). This is the consequence of the “limb-geJer
the injection is quasi-perpendicular; the morphology shomo ~ Property iny-rays] (Petruk et alll 2009a). In general, this prop-
lobes located at parallel shocks when the injection is dgoe;,  €rty is valid not only in the case of isotropic injection;stype
at variance with the lobes in radio and X-rays that are latatéf injection is just the more prominent case. In fact, théiaal
at perpendicular-shocks (i.e. brightray lobes correspond to duantities determining the “limb-inverse” property are ton-
dark radio and X-ray areas); the morphology is characteriz&asts between electron injection, ISMF, and modetgf.. For
by two narrow bright lobes almost superimposed to those in

radio and X-rays when the injection is quasi-parallel. Agrin " The “limb-inverse” property iny-rays is determined for isotropic

like y-ray morphology is compatible with those fOlrmd by HESBjjection because the magnetic fielffests the downstream distribu-
in the SNRs RX J1713.7-3946 (Aharonian et al. 2006) and Rn of IC y-ray emitting electrons which is steeper where the magnetic

J0852.0-4622 (Vela Jr.; Aharonian el al. 2007b) wherays are field is stronger. The reader is referred to Petruk kf al. 9apéor more
detected virtually throughout the whole remnant and thesemietails.
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Figure 6. Azimuthal profiles of the synchrotron
_ radio (red), X-ray (blue), and 1@-ray (green)
_ = surface brightness synthesized from runs Grad-
o BZ-gl (left; the relevant angles args =
S g 9 and ¢vg = 0°) and Grad-BX-gl (right;
g_ £ ¢ = 9 and ¢y = 90°), assuming quasi-
w5 perpendicular (top), isotropic (middle), and
S 8 quasi-parallel (bottom) injection models. The
o g adiabatic index isy = 5/3. The azimuth is
o measured counterclockwise from the north (see
Figs.[4 andb). The corresponding azimuthal

0 90 180 270 360 0 90 180 270 360 profiles of Enax Used to derive the curves of this
Azimuth [degrees] Azimuth [degrees] figure are in Fig[B.

instance, in the case of uniform ISMF, the azimuthal comniras runs Grad-BZ-g1 and Grad-BX-g1 for the three injection mod-

IC y-ray brightness is roughly els when the relevant angles apg = 90° and ¢vg = 0Q°

L for run Grad-BZ-gl andsvg = 90° for Grad-BX-gl. In the
Sy o Injection, ex [—E ( 1 1 )] _ quasi-parallel scenario, the non-thermal lobes are rather
S,  injection, m Emaxj  Emaxi row azimuthally. Note the “limb-inverse” property inrays for

(21) isotropic injection as discussed by Petruk etal. (2009axeN
also the “asymmetry-inverse” property jarays when the two
lobes have dferent brightness. In general we find that the de-
gree of asymmetry (whatever the pattern of asymmetry —rithe

whereEp, is the electron energy which gives the maximum contifferent brightness or convergence of the lobes — is) induced by

tribution to IC emission at a considered frequency and subB in the remnant morphology is fiiérent in the three bands
scripts refer to positions along the limb where the ambie(ﬁee Sec{_415 for a discussion on the degree of asymmetry of
magnetic field is either parallell( or perpendicular {) to the remnant in the éierent bands); in particular, the Kzray

the shock normal. Even in the case of quasi-parallel irgectiemission appears to be the less sensitive to the gradient.

(injection|/injection, > 1), the contras§;/S, depends on the

contrast 0fEnax: the ratioCmax = Emax)i/Emax. may lead to an

exponential term either 1 or < 1, leading taS;/S, either> 1

or< 1.

Another interesting feature characterizing they}@y mor- Useful parameters to quantify the degree of asymmetry of
phology of the remnant is the inversion of the asymmetry whee remnant are those defined in Paper I: the azimuthal iilgens
the two lobes have ffierent brightness (i.e. a gradient of magratio Rnax > 1, i.e. the ratio of the maxima of intensity of the two
netic field strength is perpendicular to the lobes). Thisieais lobes as derived from the azimuthal intensity profiles (asuea
evident in the upper panels of F[g. 4 and in the lower panels of different brightness of the lobeR;,.x > 1 in case of asym-
Fig.[3: the brightesy-ray lobe is located where both the radianetry), and the azimuthal distanég, i.e. the distance in deg
and the X-ray lobes are fainter. As discussed in detail bétow of the two maxima (a measure of the convergence of the lobes;
Sect[4.4, this is due to the fact that, in the synthetic irsage- 6p < 18 in case of asymmetry). For instance, in the case of
sented in this sectiormax depends inversely on the pre-shockjuasi-parallel injection in Fid.l6 (lower panels), we findttthe
ambient magnetic field strength (see Eg. 10 and[Big. 3) andaamuthal distancé, ranges from 148in y-rays and X-rays to
contrast imax > 1. 134 in radio for run Grad-BZ-g1, and the azimuthal intensity

Figure[® shows the azimuthal profiles of the synchrotron reatio Rnax ranges from 1.4 in-rays to 1.8 in radio and X-rays
dio, X-ray, and ICy-ray surface brightness synthesized frorfor run Grad-BX-g1.

_ .in_ject_ior]| ox [ Em (1_ Emax”)
injection,

Emaxll Emax,J_
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Radio [1 GHz] y—ray [1 TeV]

quasi—perpendicular
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Figure 7. As in Fig.[4 for runs Grad-BZ-g1y( = 5/3), Grad-BZ-g2 ¥ = 4/3), and Grad-BZ-g3y = 1.1). The figure shows
synchrotron radio (left panels), X-ray (center panels)l&hgray (right panels), assuming either quasi-perpendidulgver panels)
or quasi-parallel (lower panels) injection models. Eachgbahows only one half of the remnant which is symmetric wétpect
to the vertical axis.

4.3. Dependence on the adiabatic index Emax = MIN[Emax1, Emax2, Emaxa] (where indexes 12,3 cor-
respond respectively to loss-limited, time-limited andagse-
Petruk et al. (2010b, submitted to MNRAS) analyzed tfieat |imited models; see discussion in S€ct] 3.1) is charactd iy a
of ¥ on non-thermal images of SNR expanding through homeontrasiCina > 1. Here we generalize our study by considering
geneous ISM and uniform ISMF. They showed that reducing teeme arbitrary smooth variations Bf,ax versus obliquity with
value ofy, the synchrotron brightness of the remnant is modihe goal to see how flerent trends in the obliquity dependence
fied by increased radiative losses of emitting electrons, tdu of E,,., influence the visible morphology of SNRs. That is, we
increased compression Bf which results in thinner radial pro- do not use here the particular prescriptionsEgfy from Sect.
files of brightness. Figuriel 7 shows maps of synchrotron rad@, but simply assume that the acceleration physics istable
X-ray, and ICy-ray emission for the case of ISMF charactergperate to produce @y Of prescribed properties. In fact, the
ized by a gradient of field strength perpendicular to the@yer model ofEnay and its obliquity dependence maffect both the
magnetic field and dierent values of the adiabatic indgXruns degree and the pattern of asymmetry of the remnant morphol-
Grad-BZ-g1, Grad-BZ-g2, and Grad-BZ-g3). As expected, thgyy. A critical point is if Emax depends directly or inversely on
indexy determines both the shock compression ratiand the the magnetic field strength. Moreover the remnant morpholog
distance of the contact discontinuity from the blast wavatmn in the various bands can be characterized lifecint features
D.d (see also Figll in the case of uniform ISMF): the smafler if the contrasCnax is either> 1 or < 1. As an example, Fig] 8
the largero (and the larger the radiative losses of emitting eleghows the azimuthal profiles of three arbitrary model&gfy
trons) and the short@cq. As shown in the figure, the mairffect characterized by éfierent dependencies on the obliquity angle:
of smallery is to make thinner the lobes emitting synchrotrofh model A, Emax o« B and its contrast i€max < 1 (solid line);
emission in the three bands. In particular, in the extrerse 6& in model B, Enax o« B2 andCpax > 1 (dotted); in model C,
y = 1.1, the lobes are so thin that they are largely perturbed By,,, « B andCmax is < 1 on the side of the remnant with the
the hydrodynamic instabilities forming at the contact disi-  strongest ISMF strength anel 1 on the side with the lowest
nuity, the typical size of the instabilities being compdeabith  field strength. Note that model B coincides with the model of
Dcg. The adiabatic index slightly influences also the azimuthgl, ., computed for the reference case in SECHl 4.2 (se€ Fig. 3).
thickness of the lobes, especially in the quasi-parallsécéhe The asymmetries on the profiles Bf,ax are introduced by the
smallery, the narrower this thickness. Nevertheless, the ad@‘adient of ambient magnetic field, as discussed in §€dt. 4.2
batic index does not change significantly neither the degoee A .
the pattern of asymmetry of the remnant morphology caused by From the models oEpax shown in FigL8, we synthesized
the gradient of magnetic field strength. maps of synchrotron radio, X-ray, and leray emission. We
find that the remnant morphology is very sensitive to the rhode

of Emax When a gradient of magnetic field strength is perpen-
4.4. Dependence on the maximum energy dicular to the lobes and the latter are characterized figrént
brightness. The asymmetry between the two lobes can be re-
In Sect.[4.P, we have presented the remnant morphology thrced in the X-ray band or even inverted in thejl€ay band
a reference case for whicBn,x calculated at each point aswhen Enax depends inversely on the pre-shock ambient mag-
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Figure 8. As in Fig.[3 but for three dierent models oEmax  Figure 9. Azimuthal profiles of the synchrotron radio (red lines)
characterized by smooth variations with the obliquity @aghe and ICy-ray surface brightness (green) synthesized from run
azimuth is measured counterclockwise from the "north” & thGrad-BZ-g1 with quasi-perpendicular injection (top), dramn
remnant. The shock is parallel around®@nd 278 and per- run Grad-BX-g1 with quasi-parallel injection (bottom)gtlas-
pendicular around 180and 366. In model A (solid line), the pect angle ishg = 90°. The models 0.« adopted to synthe-
contrast ofEmax iS Cmax < 1, in model B (dottedlmax > 1, and  size the non-thermal emission are those shown in[Fig. 8: mode
in model C (dashedymaxis < 1 on the side of the remnant with A (solid line), B (dotted) and C (dashed).

the strongest ISMF strength andl on the side with the lowest

field strength (see text).
On the other hand, we also found that when the non-uniform

ISMF leads to non-thermal lobes converging on one side (i.e.
netic field strength, namely in the case of model B in Elg. 8. When a gradient of ISMF is running between the lobes) the
particular, this model 0Emax leads to the “asymmetry-inverse’model of Enax does not fect significantly the degree and the
property iny-rays already discussed in Sdct]4.2 for our refepattern of asymmetry of the remnant morphology (see lower
ence case (see upper right panel in Elg. 4 and lower rightipafanel in FigL9).
in[g).

Fig.[d shows the azimuthal profiles of the {&ray surface : : -
brightness synthesized from runs Grad-BZ-g1 and Grad—EBX-al -5 Dependence on the orientation of ISMF gradient
when the lobes have fikerent brightness, for the three model#\s expected, the degree of asymmetry of the remnant morphol-
of Emax reported in Fig[B. In the case of the IC surface brightgy depends on the orientation %8B with respect to the plane
ness, the asymmetry-inverse property is evident wigg is of the sky. In the case of run Grad-BZ-g1, Higl 10 shows the az-
the largest where the magnetic field strength is the lowest (Smuthal intensity ratioRynax and the azimuthal distandg vs.
model B in Fig[8). This is due to the fact that the IC emissithe anglegvg, for an aspect angleg = 90° and for difer-
ity i(e) weakly depends omB. In the case of the non-thermalent trends in the obliquity dependenceBfax (exploring the
X-ray surface brightness, the inverse dependendgf on B contrastsCmax €ither> 1 or < 1; see Fig[B). The asymme-
partially contrast the dependence of the non-thermal XH@y tries are the largest wheviB lies in the plane of the sky (i.e.
on B, reducing the degree of asymmetry between the lobes. liiss = 0°), whereas no asymmetries are present wkénis
worth to note that, ifEa is high enough in regions with weakalong the LoS (i.e¢yg = 90°). In all the intermediate cases,
magnetic field, than the inversion of asymmetry may be ptesehe degree of asymmetry is determined by the componenBof
even in the X-ray band. lying in the plane of the sky. Note that the remnant morphgplog
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Radio [1 GHz] X—ray [3 keV] y—ray [1 TeV]

quasi—perpendicular

quasi—perpendicular

quasi—parallel

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
surface brightness [a.u.]

Figure 11.Maps of synchrotron radio (left), X-ray (center), and
IC y-ray (right) surface brightness synthesized from run Grad-
BZ-g1, assuming quasi-perpendicular (top), and quasitear

i (bottom) injection models. The adiabatic indexis- 4/3. The
200 : maps have been synthesized adopting model Bk shown

in Fig.[8. The relevant angles agg = 45° and¢yg = 45°. The
angle betweexB) andV|(B)| is 9.

isotropic

On the other hand, the lobes havéeient brightness in radio
and non-thermal X-rays and are converging inji€ays when

140 7 the injection is isotropic due to the "limb-inverse” proper

i 1 In general we find that the degree of asymmetry (whatever
120 - N the pattern of asymmetry — eitheffidirent brightness or conver-

i isotropic gence of the lobes —is) induced BY in the remnant morphol-
100 ogy is diferent in the three bands: the non-thermal X-ray (IC
200 [ 1 y-ray) emission appears to be the most (less) sensitive wréhe

dient. This happens because the emissifitydepends directly
on the magnetic field strength (see Eq. 3) only in the synobmot
emission process (no in the IC process). ConsequentlyCtie |
ray emission shows a weaker dependence oiVihdn fact, IC
brightness depends d& indirectly, through radiative losses of
electrons: largeB induces decrease of the number of electrons
emitting ICy-rays. Note that the sensitivity "B depends also
on the energy of photons, and on the reduced fiducial energy
E¢, which is the measure offfeciency of the role of radiative
1000 losses in modification of the downstream evolution of emitti
‘ electrons. Note also that the degree of asymmetry of theaamn
0 30 60 90 morphology can be significantly reduced when gy contrast
Poe iS Cmax > 1 (e.g. model B in Fig[I8). In fact, the asymmetry
_ ) _ ) _ ) ) reduction is mainly due to the dependencyeaf.x on the mag-
Figure 10. Azimuthal intensity ratioRmax (i.€. the ratio of the netic field strength. As discussed in SECT] 4.4, the asyniesetr
maxima of intensity of the two lobes around the shell) and agre remnant morphology can be reduced or even inverted when
imuthal distancé) (i.e. the distance in deg of the two maximag, ., depends inversely on the pre-shock ambient magnetic field
of intensity around the shell) vs. the angle betw&&hand the strength (which is the case in model B).
vertical line passing through the remnant cegtay, for an as- When theVB is not aligned with the average ambient mag-
pect anglepg = 9_00, and for the thre_e mode_ls_ ﬁmax_ shown netic field (for instance in the case of run Grad-BZ-g1l), thee p
in Fig.[8. The run is Grad-BZ-g1. For isotropic injection/ees jection of theVB in the plane of the sky has (for generic val-
for Rmax in y-rays and curves foip in radio and X-rays are not yes ofg¢g andgys) a component perpendicular to the projected
shown, the values beiri@nax = 1 anddp = 18, respectively at |ohes and one running between them. In this case both kind of
all ¢vs. asymmetries (lobes converging on one side and witfedint
brightness) are expected in the remnant morphology. As an ex
ample, Fig[Ill shows the synchrotron radio, X-ray, ang-@y
shows only one kind of asymmetry when the injection is quasimages synthesized from run Grad-BZ-g1, fdfelient injection
perpendicular or quasi-parallel and the aspect anglg is 90°. models. The relevant angles arg = 45° andgyg = 45°.

180 |

160 |

6o

140 b I

120 -----~

quasi—parallel
Il
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Grad-BZ-gl; quasi-perpendicular implying that the electron energy losses are mainly due to ra
5 ‘ ‘ ‘ A diative losses (see Seli.[3.2). The variation of the enesgyi-d
h ' bution N(E, a, t) of electrons in Eq._19 is influenced by radia-
tive losses of electrons that are, therefore, importanttfersur-
face brightness distribution of the remnant in X-rays ardys.
Consequently, the choice &max may influence both the de-
gree and the pattern of asymmetry of the remnant morphology.
In particular, in cases witknyax < Ef, we expect thaEr,q — 1
(i.e. electrons have negligible radiative losses) and tbetron
energy losses are mainly due to adiabatic expansion. Thig is
is investigated by considering the reference case disdusse
Sect[4.P and two additional cases for whighax < Ef, namely
] Emax) = 5 TeV andEnax; = 1 TeV. Figure IR shows the az-
0.0F : : : - imuthal profiles of the synchrotron X-ray and heray surface
0 90 180 270 360  brightness synthesized from run Grad-BZ-g1, for theseasai

Azimuth [degrees] Emax together with the case withinax = 26 TeV (the reference

. . case). Note thad 5« is calculated at each point of the domain as
Grad-BZ-gl; isotropic described in Sedt. 4.2 but forftirent values oEmay (See also
iy ‘ ] Sect[31). The figure shows that for decreasing valu&sgf;,

1 the contrast of emission increases, tife@ being the largest for
IC y-ray emission than for synchrotron X-rays. Nevertheldss, t
degree and the pattern of asymmetry of the remnant morpfolog
induced by the gradient of ISMF are only slightly influenced b
the value ofEnay).

surface brightness [a.u.]

1.0F

5. Summary and conclusions

We developed a numerical codeefiLigut) to synthesize the
- 1 synchrotron radio, X-ray, and lzray emission from MHD sim-
0.0k ‘ ‘ ‘ i ulations, in the general case of a remnant expanding thraugh
0 90 180 270 360 non-uniform ISM angbr a non-uniform ISMF. As a first appli-
Azimuth [degrees] cation ofremricat, We coupled the synthesis code to the MHD
model discussed in Paper | (extended to include an appregima
Grad-BZ-g1; quasi-parallel treatment of upstream magnetic field amplification and the ef

surface brightness [a.u.]

fect of shock modification due to back reaction of accelerate

10 i i it ] CRs) and investigated théfects of a non-uniform ISMF on the
5 i il remnant morphology in the X-ray andray bands. Our findings
< 08¢ ] lead to several conclusions:
%] r 4
§ 0.6 4 — Agradient of ISMF strength induces asymmetries in both the
Y= i 1 X-ray andy-ray morphology of the remnant if the gradient
2 04l i has a component perpendicular to the LoS. In general, the
g ' asymmetries are analogous to those found in Paper | in the
3 i 1 radio band, independently from the models of electron in-
= 0.2 N jection and of maximum energy of electrons accelerated by
2 AN the shock. In the~-ray band, the asymmetry in the remnant
0.0 =~ - =\ ‘ > morphology is inverted with respect to those in the radio and
0 90 180 270 360 X-ray bands if the model oEx depends inversely on the

Azimuth [degrees] pre-shock magnetic field strength and its contraSkis, > 1
(e.g. model B in Fig[18): the brightesgtray lobe is located

Figure 12. As in Fig.[8, for the azimuthal profiles of the syn- where both the radio and the X-ray lobes are the faintest.
chrotron X-ray (blue) and IG-ray (green) surface brightness ~ The non-thermal lobes are characterized Wiedent bright-
synthesized from run Grad-BZ-g1, f@ay = 26 TeV (solid), ness when a gradient of ISMF strength_ls perpendlcular_ to
5 TeV (dotted), and 1 TeV (dashed). The surface brightness is the lobes; they are converging on one side when a gradient
synthesized deriving the maximum enelByay as described in of ISMF is running between them. In the general case of a
Sect[Z2; its azimuthal profile is similar to that shown ig.E gradient with components parallel and perpendicular to the
(solid line) but with a diferent value oEmay. In all the cases, lobes, both kinds of asymmetry may characterize the rem-

Er) = 12 TeV. nant morphology. o _ _ _
’ — The non-thermal X-ray emission is confined in very thin

limbs because of the large radiative losses at high energy
and, in general, is the most sensitive to non-uniform ISMF.
In fact the remnant morphology in this band shows the high-
The calculations presented above assume the free parameteest degree of asymmetry among the images synthesized in
Emax) = 26 TeV larger than the fiducial ener@y, = 12 TeV, the three bands of interest (i.e. radio, X-ray, anady), ex-

4.6. Dependence on the value of Emay;
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ceptwherEnax depends inversely on the pre-shock magneti@alue of an “dfective” y is provided in each point of the spatial
field strength. In the latter case, the asymmetries in thayX-rdomaifl.
band can be significantly reduced. Note also that the MHD model adopted here follows the evo-
— The ICy-ray emission is weakly sensitive to the non-unifornution of the remnant during the adiabatic phase and, thesef
ISMF, the degree of asymmetry being the lowest in thiés applicability is limited to this evolutionary stage.ttre radia-
three bands considered. The remnant morphology is &l«e phase, the high degree of compression suggested kg radi
most ring-like for quasi-perpendicular injection, showe t tive shocks leads to increase in the synchrotron emissightsr
“limb-inverse” property discussed hy Petruk et al. (2009ajess due to compression of ambient magnetic field and efectro
for isotropic injection (i.e. brighty-ray lobes correspond Since our model neglects the radiative cooling of the shdcke
to dark radio and X-ray areas), and is bilateral for quasias, it is limited to compression ratios derived frgrand, there-
parallel injection. The “limb-inverse” property implieBr fore, it is not able to simulate this mechanism of limb bright
instance, thay-ray lobes are symmetric and converging oening. Nevertheless, the model is appropriate to descobagy
one side when radio and X-ray lobes havfaient bright- SNRs that are those from which non-thermal emission is com-
ness (see FidJ4). In cadena.x depends inversely on themonly detected.
pre-shock ambient magnetic field strength, the asymmetries
in the IC y-ray morphology can be inverted; for instance,
brightesty-ray lobes can be located where both radio angtknowledgements. We thank an anonymous referee for the careful reading of
X-ray lobes are fainter. Note that theray morphology the manuscript and for constructive and helpful criticisthis work was sup-

- i | ) rted in part by the Italian Ministry of University and Raseh (MIUR) and by
of the SNRs RX J1713.7-3946 (‘Aharoman etal. "006) alJf')satituto Nazionale di Astrofisica (INAF). The software usadhis work was in

RX ‘]08_52‘0'4622 (Aharoman et al'_2007b) (_:OUI_d b_e re_prBért developed by the DOE-supported ABSlliance Center for Astrophysical
duced in the equatorial-belt scenario (the injection iBegit Thermonuclear Flashes at the University of Chicago. Theilsitions have been
quasi-perpendicular or isotropic), whereas the morphplogxecuted at the HPC facility (SCAN) of the INAF-Osservaiofistronomico
of SN 1006 [(Acero et al. 2010) is compatible with that preii Palermo and at CINECA (Bologna, ltaly) in the frameworktbé INAF-

dicted in the polar-caps scenario (quasi-parallel injeti g*ﬁigﬁo%%;es?g?m High Performance Computing resourcesigaronomy
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Appendix A: Calculation of integral in Eq. 14 [_]
The functionZ(a, t) in Eq.[I3 is expressed as (Reyndlds 1998)

z(a,t):agftit ( )

whereBZ, = B2 + B2, - is the "dfective” magnetic field introduced to account
for the energy losses of electrons due to IC scatterings eplibtons of CMB.

The integral [[A) is rather CPU consuming because it reguio know,
with high enough time resolution, the history of each paafejas inside the
SNR since its shocking time. To reduce the computationa, eges calculate it
approximately, changing integration dtf to dR’ = Vsp(t')dt’, whereR and Vs,
are the shock position and velocity, respectively, andgisaime MHD properties
of the fluid.

13 g
T B

p(at’)
p(at)

Ber(a, t')?
Bef’r‘,s(t)2

(A1)

We calculatef (a, t) using an analytic description of mass density and mag-

netic field evolution inside the SNR which expands througlo@-nniform ISM
andor ISMF. The continuity equatiope(a)a®da = p(a)r2dr results in

r@at) (A-2)

plant) = o) )2 rafa.t) !

wherer,(a t) is the derivative of (a, t) with respect ta; the density term in Eq.
is

pat)  r@n? ra@t)
pat) " r@tr)ra@t)’

(A3)

The magnetic field in EG_A]1 can be expressed@st)® = By(a,1)?+ B, (a 1)?,
whereB; andB, are the components of magnetic field parallel and perpeladicu
to the shock normal, respectively. These two componenkswiche magnetic
flux conservatiorBdos = const, wheredos is a surface element, and the flux-
frozen conditionB  (r)rdr = const:

2
Bi@t) = B“,o(a)é—t)z : (A4)
_ r@t p(@t) a
B(a) = Buo(@) o2 2 T = BLo(@ g (A5)

Thus, the magnetic field and the mass density in[Egl A.1 canxpeessed
through the relatiorr(a,t) between Eulerian and Lagrangian coordinates of
parcel of gas and its derivatives(a, t). Considering that(a, t) andra(a, t) can
be expressed in terms of the dynamical characteristicseaftibck (i.e. as(a, R)
andra(a, R)), the integrallAlL may be calculated as follows:

(o)

o2

MCDEES

drR’
Vsh(R,) .

R B(a, Q)Z

fa Bs(R)?

r(a,R)?ra(a,R)

r(aR)?raa R A6
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Now, the relationr(a, R) is approximatdf], using the method described by
Hnatyk & Petruk|(1999):

a

(&

@R _
R

v 2 3 4
) (14 av + apv” + agv” + agv”) (A7)

wherev = (R-a)/Randy = (y — 1)/y. The parameteray, a, az, anday are
expressed as:

a =-Tas+V¥, (A.8)
0 = 5 (Rraas ~ 2tas + 40 + 1) (A.9)
86 = & (~Rranas + 3Rraas = 3y + Wras W+ DU +2) . (A10)
au=C-(1+ar+ax+ag), (A.11)

where( reflects the variation of(a) around the center of the SNR. We adopt
C = Ca WhereCax is given by the self-similar Sedov solution for a spherical
shock (for details see Sect. 4.3 and Appendix_in_Petruk |2@@Draferences
therein):

y 1/3
— b)Y
Ca [y 1 P(0) ] s (A.12)

P(0) is the plasma pressure at the center of the remnant ditigléts post-shock

value
_ 1\6/5 N5V (20, 4 1)y 4 1)\(2+5/@N)¢
F0) = (_) (7+ ) (( y + Dl + )) (A13)
2 4 (7 -7)
_ y+1 2 y-1
=3p-D+2 5 241" (A14)

Thus, we deriveCa (y = 5/3) = 1.083,Ca(y = 4/3) = 1.055 andCa(y = 1.1) =
1.021. The expressions for the derivativies, raas, raass in Eqs [ASEATID as
functions ofR, R, R and R® are given in Appendix A2 of Hnatyk & Petruk
(1999).

Finally, we calculateVsy(R) in Eq.[A] as well ak and R®), using the
Hnatyk (1987) approximate analytical formula for the sg@hock in a non-
uniform medium (see also Sect. 2.1.in Hnatyk & Petruk 1999).

The integralZ(a,t) can be calculated rather simply in the case of a SNR
expanding through uniform ISM and ISMF. We therefore test @alculation
of I(a,t) by comparing the approximate values derived from[Eq] A the
exact ones derived from the Sedov solution in the case ©f5/3. Figure[A.l
compares the exact and approximate value&(aft) in the limits of parallel and
perpendicular shocks. Note that the approximate valuegeayeaccurate at radii
close to the shock front where most of the non-thermal eonissiiginates.

a

10 The approximation[{Al7) is developed to give exact values of
derivatives up to the third order at the shock and to the firdeoat
the center.
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0.5F - - - -

f —— approximate

0.4 _ < exact Pt —

Ka,t)

01E -i

0.0k . . . .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x/rsr (parallel shock)

Ka,t)

0 g 1 1 1 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
z/rs (perpendicular shock)

Figure A.1. Self-similar approximate and exact radial profiles
of the integralZ (a) when the ambient magnetic field is either
parallel (upper panel) or perpendicular (lower panel) eshock
normal, andy = 5/3.
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