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ABSTRACT

Context. Very-high-energy gamma-ray observations of the Galactic center (GC) show extended emission that is strongly correlated
with the morphology of the central molecular zone (CMZ). The best explanation for that emission is a hadronic interaction between
cosmic rays (CRs) and ambient gas, where a CR central and continuous source accelerates protons up to 1 PeV ("PeVatron"). However,
current models assume very simplistic CR dynamics.
Aims. Our goal is to verify if more realistic CR dynamics for the GC environment are consistent with current gamma-ray observations,
and whether they could be constrained by upcoming observations with the Cherenkov Telescope Array (CTA).
Methods. We generated synthetic gamma-ray maps using a CR transport model with spherical injection, different diffusion regimes
(in and out of the CMZ), polar advection, and mono-energetic particles of 1 PeV, and including different CR populations injected
from the Arches, Quintuplet, and nuclear clusters of young massive stars, plus supernova Sgr A East. We adopted two different 3D
gas distributions consistent with the observed gas column density, either with or without an inner cavity.
Results. In order to reproduce the existing observations detected by the High Energy Stereoscopic System (HESS), a ring-like gas
distribution, with its mass set by the standard Galactic CO-to-H2 conversion factor, and CR acceleration from all relevant sources are
required. For a conversion factor one order of magnitude lower, injection rates that are ten times higher are needed. We show that
CTA will be able to differentiate between models with different CR dynamics, proton sources, and CMZ morphologies, owing to its
unprecedented sensitivity and angular resolution.
Conclusions. More realistic CR dynamics suggest that the CMZ has a large inner cavity and that the GC PeVatron is a composite CR
population accelerated by the Arches, Quintuplet, and nuclear star clusters, and Sgr A East.
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1. Introduction

There is growing evidence that the Galactic center (GC) plays an
active role in the acceleration of cosmic rays (CRs). Very-high-
energy gamma-ray observations (0.1–100 TeV) of the central
molecular zone (CMZ) by the High Energy Stereoscopic Sys-
tem (HESS; Aharonian et al. 2004, 2009; H.E.S.S. Collaboration
et al. 2016, 2018a), the Major Atmospheric Gamma-Ray Imag-
ing Cherenkov (MAGIC; MAGIC Collaboration et al. 2020), and
the Very Energetic Radiation Imaging Telescope Array System
(VERITAS; Adams et al. 2021) all support a particle acceler-
ation scenario. In these observations, extended emission corre-
lates with the gas morphology in the CMZ, suggesting that a cen-
tral and continuous source of protons with energies up to 1 PeV
diffuses out and collides with protons in the ambient gas, pro-
ducing neutral pi-mesons (π0) that decay into observable gamma
rays (H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. 2016). The Fermi bubbles
(FBs), two ∼10 kpc-scale structures observed to be emanating
from the GC by the Fermi Large Area Telescope (Fermi LAT) at
0.1–100 GeV energies (Su et al. 2010; Ackermann et al. 2014),
are additional evidence of the particle acceleration. To explain
them, either inverse Compton emission produced by high energy
electrons or the proton–proton interaction just mentioned can be
invoked, both corresponding to particle acceleration from the GC
(Ackermann et al. 2014).

Currently, the Galactic sources of particles with ≈ 1 PeV
energies, so-called PeVatrons, are still under debate (Aharonian
et al. 2019). Supernovae have been proposed as the most impor-
tant Galactic PeVatron, where CRs are impulsively accelerated
on the shock front created by its supersonic outflow (Berezhko
1996; Hinton & Hofmann 2009). Additionally, stellar winds
of Wolf-Rayet (WR) stars in compact and massive clusters of
young stars could persistently accelerate CRs due to the collec-
tive effect of the shock fronts created by the entire WR popu-
lation (Klepach et al. 2000). Finally, accretion onto a compact
object could produce high energy particles (Hinton & Hofmann
2009). For the CMZ gamma-ray emission, CRs could be accel-
erating in the vicinity of the supermassive black hole Sgr A*
(H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. 2016), within the Arches (AC),
Quintuplet (QC), and nuclear (NSC) clusters of young massive
stars (Aharonian et al. 2019), or due to an unresolved popula-
tion of millisecond pulsars (Guépin et al. 2018). Despite many
possibilities, the CR origin in the GC is still unknown. Our pre-
liminary results show that the source is inside the NSC if the
CMZ is a continuous structure, or from both the NSC and the
supernova Sgr A East if the CMZ has an inner cavity (Scherer
et al. 2022, hereafter Paper I).

Additionally, CR transport within the CMZ is not completely
understood either. CR transport in the Galactic disk is known
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to be dominated by diffusion, where the diffusion coefficient is
constrained by CR abundance and their fragmentation timescale
(Longair 2011; Gaisser et al. 2016). However, in highly dense
zones like the CMZ, it is theoretically expected (Ormes et al.
1988) and constrained from gamma-ray observations (Abey-
sekara et al. 2017; Aharonian et al. 2019) that diffusion should
be two orders of magnitude lower than in the Galactic disk. The
main reason is the extreme high-turbulent magnetic fields asso-
ciated to the high density regions, which create a slow diffusion.
Also, the outflow velocities of the FBs (Bordoloi et al. 2017)
suggest that advective transport towards the Galactic poles may
be important for the propagation of CRs within the CMZ.

The main features of the ∼1 PeV CRs accelerated within
the CMZ have been constrained indirectly via gamma-ray flux
measurements and considering the gas column density (H.E.S.S.
Collaboration et al. 2016, 2018a). The gamma-ray luminosity
emitted by proton-proton interaction is directly proportional to
the ambient gas density (Aharonian 2004; Longair 2011), but
the CMZ 3D morphology has not been completely determined
yet (Sofue 2022; Henshaw et al. 2022). From molecular rota-
tional line emission, e.g. CO lines (Oka et al. 2012) and CS lines
(Tsuboi et al. 1999), different maps of the CMZ column density
have been obtained, which have been used as input for hydro-
dynamical simulations, to quantitatively compare the emission
and absorption lines, or to search for the best orbits to explain
the observed radial velocities and 2D morphology. From those
analyses, a variety of CMZ shapes have been inferred by differ-
ent studies, including two spiral arms (Sofue 1995; Ridley et al.
2017), a twisted elliptical ring (Molinari et al. 2011), an open
elliptical stream (Kruijssen et al. 2015), either an elliptical ring
if the star formation is minimal or a fragmented ring if the star
formation is intense (Armillotta et al. 2019, 2020), or a bar-like
structure (Sawada et al. 2004; Yan et al. 2017).

In Paper I, we explored the impact on the CR analysis of the
CMZ having or not a large inner cavity with respect to the line
of sight distribution. Using a simple CR model consistent with
the H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. (2016) results, we found that
a disk-like gas distribution reproduces the gamma-ray observa-
tions considering only stellar winds from WR stars in the NSC.
However, a structure with a significant inner cavity requires a
composite CR population, coming from the same stellar winds
and the supernova Sgr A East. In this paper, we aim to reproduce
the HESS observation of the CMZ considering more realistic CR
dynamics and CR sources with injection rates derived from their
observed kinetic energies. We compute the CR transport con-
sidering a differentiated diffusion (inside/outside the CMZ) and
polar advection, for both gas distributions proposed in Paper I,
and we explore the CR contribution from the NSC, AC, QC and
Sgr A East. Additionally, we show that upcoming observations
with the Cherenkov Telescope Array (CTA; CTA Consortium
2019) will verify the proposed transport model and constrain its
ingredients.

2. Methodology

We compute a CR transport model using a Monte Carlo method.
We consider a mix of continuous CR sources, namely the NSC,
AC and QC, plus impulsive CR injection from Sgr A East.
We model transport across two diffusion zones – low diffusion
within the CMZ, and regular Galactic-disk diffusion outside the
CMZ. Additionally, we add transport by polar advection. We
compute the CR dynamics and calculate the gamma-ray lumi-
nosity in a 3D grid, using the same two gas distributions consid-
ered in Paper I – a CMZ with and without an inner cavity. Finally,

we estimate the average CR energy indirectly to find the model
that most closely matches the HESS measurements, and propose
observations with CTA to confirm and fine-tune the models.

2.1. Cosmic-ray model

We model the CR dynamics using the standard diffusion equa-
tion for protons (Aharonian 2004; Strong et al. 2007), neglecting
reacceleration as its energy gain is much slower than regular ac-
celeration in shock fronts (Longair 2011; Blasi 2013),

∂ψ(r, p, t)
∂t

= ∇·(D(Ep)·∇ψ)−∇·(Vψ)−
∂

∂p

((
dp
dt

)
ψ

)
+Q(r, p, t),

(1)

where ψ(r, p, t) is the CR distribution, r is the position vector, p
is the total CR momentum at position r, t is the time, D(Ep) is
the diffusion coefficient, Ep is the energy of ultrarelativistic par-
ticles, V is the advection velocity, and Q(r, p, t) is the CR source
term. In our model, we consider only particles of Ep = 1 PeV,
so we transfer all energy of CRs above 10 TeV to these mono-
energetic particles. We simplify the CR intrinsic spectrum be-
cause the solution of Eq. 1 considered by HESS was obtained
with mono-energetic particles subject to standard diffusion. In
this way, we can easily compare our new results to those by
HESS and also to our own from Paper I. When assessing future
CTA observations, in Sec. 3.2, we distribute the energy across
the relevant domain.

2.1.1. Sources

We consider three continuous and one impulsive source, with CR
injection rates derived from their observed kinetic energies. Ad-
ditionally, we include another impulsive source whose properties
are not well-constrained observationally.

For the continuous sources, which correspond to stellar clus-
ters with colliding WR winds, we define the injection rate as
Qcon = A0(Ep/E0)−Γg(t), where A0 is the CR injection rate, E0
is the energy normalization, Γ is the spectral index of the CR
intrinsic spectrum, and g(t) is a Heaviside function in the time
interval tage < t, where tage is the source age. A0 is chosen by
assuming that a canonical 1% of the stellar winds’ kinetic power
goes into acceleration of CRs above 10 TeV (Aharonian et al.
2019) and (Ep/E0)−Γ = 1 for mono-energetic particles with all
CR energy above 10 TeV. The proposed continuous CR sources
are the following,

– NSC: injection rate of A0 = 3.4 × 1036 erg s−1, considering
that the total mass-loss rate of its WR population is ≈ 10−3

M⊙ yr−1 and their typical stellar wind velocity is ≈ 1000 km
s−1 (see Table 1 of Cuadra et al. 2008, based on Martins et al.
2007),

– AC: injection rate of A0 = 2.0×1036 erg s−1, considering that
the total mass-loss rate of its WR population is ≈ 2.0 × 10−4

M⊙ yr−1 and their typical stellar wind velocity is ≈ 1850 km
s−1 (see Table 2 of Martins et al. 2008),

– QC: injection rate of A0 = 1.1×1036 erg s−1, considering that
the total mass-loss rate of its WR population is ≈ 8.1 × 10−4

M⊙ yr−1 and their typical stellar wind velocity is ≈ 670 km
s−1 (see Table 2 of Rockefeller et al. 2005b).

For each star cluster, we consider a tage = 106 yr, since the
WR winds remain approximately constant over that timescale
(Calderón et al. 2020), the actual age of the young stellar popu-
lations in each cluster is of that order of magnitude (Genzel et al.
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2010), and an accurate assumption of tage makes no difference in
this timescale within the CMZ. The source locations are shown
in Fig. 1, where the line of sight positions of AC and QC are
taken from Hosek et al. (2022).

For impulsive sources, which correspond to supernova ex-
plosions, we define the injection rate as Qimp = B0(Ep/E0)−Γδ(t−
tage), where B0 is the injection energy and δ(t) is a Dirac delta
function (with units of s−1). Again, we assume that a canonical
1% of the supernova explosion energy goes into acceleration of
CRs above 10 TeV (Aharonian et al. 2019) and (Ep/E0)−Γ = 1
for mono-energetic particles with all CR energy above 10 TeV.
The proposed impulsive CR source with known kinetic data is:

– Sgr A East: injection energy of B0 = 1.5 × 1049 erg, consid-
ering an explosion energy of ∼ 1.5 × 1051 erg (Rockefeller
et al. 2005a; Fryer et al. 2006).

For Sgr A East, tage = 1700 yr (Rockefeller et al. 2005a; Fryer
et al. 2006), and its location is shown in Fig. 1, where the line of
sight coordinate is from Rockefeller et al. (2005a).

Finally, motivated by the mismatch between our models
and the observations at large radii that we obtained in Pa-
per I (see also Sect. 3.5 below), we consider an additional not
well-constrained impulsive source associated with Sgr D. Ra-
dio observations have identified three structures close to Sgr D
(G1.1–0.1, G1.0–0.2 and G0.9+0.1), which are consistent with
supernovae (Heywood et al. 2022). Some studies indicate that
these structures are independent of the CMZ, appearing near it
only in projection (Kauffmann et al. 2017). However, other stud-
ies indicate that according to their distances along the line of
sight, these structures could be GC objects (Sofue 1995). Specif-
ically, Sofue (1995) located G1.1–0.1, G1.0–0.2 and G0.9+0.1
at 8.9 kpc, 8.0 kpc and 9.6 kpc, respectively, with an error of
≈ 30%. Given that uncertainty, all of them could be within or
outside the CMZ. We therefore arbitrarily assume that only the
middle structure, G1.1–0.1, is inside the CMZ and located on its
far side, as suggested by Sofue (2022). So, we model G1.1–0.1
as

– SN Sgr D: assumed injection energy of B0 = 5 × 1048 erg,
considering an explosion energy of 5 × 1050 erg, which is
consistent with the less energetic Galactic supernovae (Acero
et al. 2016).

Moreover, for SN Sgr D we assign tage = 104 yr, according to its
diameter (Sofue 2022) and indicate its location in Fig. 1.

2.1.2. Differential diffusion

As the CMZ is a very high density region, a low diffusion coeffi-
cient is appropriate. On the other hand, outside of the CMZ con-
ditions should be similar to those in the broader Galactic disc.
Therefore, we consider a low isotropic CR diffusion inside the
CMZ defined as Din(Ep) ∼ 1026(Ep/1010 eV)δ cm2 s−1 (Ormes
et al. 1988; Abeysekara et al. 2017; Aharonian et al. 2019), and
a high isotropic CR diffusion outside the CMZ described by
Dout(Ep) ∼ 1028(Ep/1010 eV)δ cm2 s−1 (Aharonian 2004; Strong
et al. 2007). For both regimes, we consider δ = 0.5 for a Kraich-
nan spectrum for magnetic turbulence (Aharonian 2004).

We define the CMZ borders in Galactic longitude and lati-
tude by the limits of the CO (J=3-2) observation detailed in Oka
et al. (2012), and the line of sight edges by the distributions pro-
posed in Paper I, which are shown in Fig. 1. The upper panel
shows the area without gas observation in cyan, which is consid-
ered to have the diffusion coefficient of the Galactic disk, while

where the observed column density is shown we use the diffusion
coefficient for high densities. The lower panel shows the bound-
aries of the CMZ as a ring or disk according to Paper I, where
the red ellipse is the outer border of the ring and disk, and the
blue ellipse is the inner border of the ring. Within these borders
we consider a low diffusion, and outside a high diffusion.

2.1.3. Polar advection

The observation of the FBs suggest polar advective transport.
According to Bordoloi et al. (2017), the outflow velocity of the
FBs is ≈ 1000 − 1300 km s−1, their age is ∼ 6 − 9 Myr, and,
at small Galactic latitudes (b < 15◦), the FBs have a beam an-
gle of ≈ 120◦ from Sgr A*. To quantify the relative importance
of advection and diffusion transport it is useful to define a di-
mensionless number q = VRtrans/D, where Rtrans is the transport
radius. The CR dynamics are dominated by advection if q ≫ 1
and dominated by diffusion if q ≪ 1 (Owens & Jokipii 1977).
In our case q ≈ 0.8, considering a CMZ thickness of ≈ 75 pc
[≈ 5◦ (Oka et al. 2012) for a GC distance of 8.5 kpc] and the
inner diffusion coefficient for 1 PeV particles. As q is somewhat
smaller than unity, advection can contribute considerably but not
completely dominate the CR dynamics in the area of the FBs.

In our model, we define the polar advection as a ballistic
motion with a velocity of 1000 km s−1 towards the north Galactic
pole for all particles at an angle of 120◦ above Sgr A*, and to the
south Galactic pole for all particles at an angle of 120◦ below
Sgr A*, as is shown in green on the top panel of Fig. 1.

2.1.4. Energy loss

π0 decay is by many orders of magnitude the dominant process
of energy loss for CRs protons (Aharonian et al. 2009; Lon-
gair 2011). This process occurs when high energy protons, or
heavier nuclei, collide with protons in the ambient gas. These
inelastic collisions produce secondary particles, like π0 (e.g.,
p+p→ p+p+π0), which then decay into gamma-rays (π0 → 2γ;
Aharonian 2004; Longair 2011; Gaisser et al. 2016). However,
the particle’s average time within the high density volume, i.e.
the CMZ, is much shorter than the characteristic cooling time.
As such, the proton cooling is neglected in the transport calcula-
tion (third term on the right of Eq. 1), and only used to generate
gamma-ray synthetic maps (Sect. 2.3).

2.1.5. Numerical simulation

We simulated mono-energetic particles of 1 PeV using the
Monte Carlo method in a 3D domain to obtain the modeled CR
energy density (wCR), where wCR ∝ ψ. We executed 10 CR sim-
ulations of 106 test particles, for each source and CMZ shape
(disk or ring). We discretised the results on a 3D grid centered
on Sgr A*, where wCR was computed in each bin. The grid cov-
ers Galactic longitudes between −1.07◦ < l < 1.73◦, Galactic
latitudes within −0.42◦ < b < 0.40◦, and ±132 pc along the line
of sight. We assumed a GC distance of 8.5 kpc, with cubic bins
of size 4 pc × 4 pc × 4 pc, resulting in an angular resolution of
≈ 0.03◦. Finally, for each source and CMZ model, all 10 simula-
tions are averaged for every bin.
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Fig. 1. CMZ gas distribution in our model, schematic representation of CR dynamics, and CR source location. Top panel: CMZ particle column
density spatial distribution computed from CO (J = 3 − 2). The CMZ was covered between −1.07◦ < l < 1.73◦ and −0.42◦ < b < 0.40◦, within
a velocity range |v| < 220 km s−1 (Oka et al. 2012). The color scale represents the column number density of H2, and a low diffusion of CRs is
considered within this region. The cyan outer area corresponds to regions where no gas column density was measured, for which a high diffusion
of CRs is computed. The green area denotes the zone with polar advection. Bottom panel: CMZ line of sight distribution boundaries for both the
disk and ring configurations, according to Paper I. The red ellipse is the external boundary for both scenarios, and the blue ellipse is the internal
boundary for the ring scenario. A low diffusion of CRs is defined inside the red ellipse for the disk and between the red and blue ellipses for the
ring. High diffusion of CRs is computed over the cyan outer area and inside the red ellipse for the ring scenario. RE1 and RE2 are the semi-major
and semi-minor axis for the external ellipse, and RI1 and RI2 are the semi-major and semi-minor axis for the internal ellipse. Gray zones demarcate
the area projected along the line of sight analyzed in the HESS work, where RP1 and RP2 are the limits for the projected radii from Sgr A*.

2.2. 3-dimensional CMZ distribution

We consider the same 3-dimensional gas distributions as we did
in Paper I. For more details, see Sect. 2.2 of that paper, which
we summarise here.

We developed two models to distribute the CMZ gas along
the line of sight based on Kruijssen et al. (2015) and Launhardt
et al. (2002). We consider that the CMZ could be an elliptical
ring or an elliptical disk to simulate a CMZ with (Sofue 1995;
Kruijssen et al. 2015) and without (Sawada et al. 2004; Yan et al.
2017) an inner cavity. Notice that the latter option includes also
models that do consider a cavity (Ridley et al. 2017; Armillotta
et al. 2019), but which is small or shallow enough so it can be
neglected for our purposes. Within the disk or ring, we distribute
uniformly the column density of molecular gas along the line of
sight domain, to obtain an approximation of the 3D CMZ distri-
bution. The total CMZ column density was measured from CO

(J = 3 − 2) lines observed by the Atacama Submillimeter Tele-
scope Experiment (ASTE; Kohno et al. 2004) and published by
Oka et al. (2012).1 We adopt a mass conversion factor CO-to-H2
of XCO = 1.8 × 1020 cm−2 K−1 Km−1 s (Bolatto et al. 2013) and
a ratio of CO(J = 3 − 2)/CO(J = 1 − 0) = 0.7 (Oka et al. 2012)
at the GC.

The top panel of Fig. 1 shows the particle column density of
the CMZ, while the bottom panel shows its adopted distribution
along the line of sight, where the red ellipse is the common ex-
ternal border, and the blue ellipse is the internal border for the
ring model. Finally, we computed the gas particle density (nH)
using the same 3D grid described in Sect. 2.1.5, considering the
gas to be static.

1 available at https://www.nro.nao.ac.jp/~nro45mrt/html/
results/data.html
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2.3. Gamma-ray synthetic maps

As described in Sect. 2.1.4, gamma-rays are produced from
proton–proton interactions. We compute the gamma-ray lumi-
nosity per unit volume (Lγ/Vbin) in the same grid of Sect. 2.1.5,
using the values of wCR and nH obtained in each grid bin as
(Fatuzzo et al. 2006; H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. 2016)

Lγ
Vbin
≈ κπ σp−p c ηN nH wbin, (2)

where κπ is the fraction of kinetic energy of high-energy pro-
tons transferred to π0 production, σp−p is the cross section for
proton-proton interaction and ηN is the gamma-ray contribution
from heavier nuclei in CRs and ambient gas. For protons with
energies in the GeV–TeV range, κπ ≈ 0.18 (Fatuzzo et al. 2006),
for mono-energetic particles of 1 PeV, σp−p ≈ 53 mb (Aharonian
2004), and ηN ≈ 1.5 (H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. 2016). Next,
we integrate Lγ/Vbin along each line of sight to obtain gamma-ray
synthetic maps, where the gamma-ray luminosity per bin cross
section is converted a gamma-ray surface flux computed at the
Earth reference frame.

Our model neglects the gamma-ray foreground and back-
ground of the CMZ (Abramowski et al. 2014) emitted by the
isotropic Galactic CRs sea (Blasi 2013). However, this large-
scale emission is considered to be relatively weak and should
have a negligible contribution in the central region (H.E.S.S.
Collaboration et al. 2018a), such that it will not change our main
results.

3. Results

First, we analyze the results considering only the sources whose
identity and energy is well constrained (i.e. NSC, Sgr A East,
AC, and QC). For those sources, we contrast the results with both
HESS observations and our Paper I models. Also, we study the
future constraints to be obtained by CTA observations. Finally,
we add the proposed injection from SN Sgr D to improve the
model at larger Galactic longitude.

3.1. Model results and current observation

Figure 2 shows the results of our models considering the four
sources with CR injection derived from observations. Left pan-
els show the results of the CMZ-as-a-disk model, considering
NSC (top panel), NSC and Sgr A East (second panel), NSC, AC
and QC (third panel), and NSC, Sgr A East, AC and QC (fourth
panel) as the CR sources. The top four panels on the right show
the result with the same sources but considering the CMZ as a
ring. All maps have been adjusted to CTA resolution, i.e. have
been smoothed with a 0.03◦ Gaussian function to adopt the best
CTA beamwidth.

Comparing all maps, they all show a central overdensity of
gamma-ray flux and lower emission at high longitudes. How-
ever, models where the CMZ is considered as a disk and Sgr A
East is included as a CR source show more emission at larger
longitudes. In the case of continuous sources (NS, AC and QC),
the particles injected in the past can escape the CMZ due to the
external high diffusion, and the gamma-ray emission close to the
sources is high because "young" particles have only traveled in
the low-diffusion region. In the case of the impulsive source, two
different effects are experimented by the particles on either gas
configuration. Given the low tage for Sgr A East, the particles are
concentrated around the source due to the low diffusion in the

disk shape. On the other hand, when the CMZ is a ring, the par-
ticles move away quickly, and then get confined when entering
the CMZ, as there is not enough time for them to leave again the
low-diffusion ring, creating an extended over density.

In order to contrast all models with the HESS observations,
we integrate the gamma-ray surface flux over the areas shown
in the bottom right panel of Fig. 2. Thus, we obtain gamma-ray
luminosities (Lγ) for the same regions selected in H.E.S.S. Col-
laboration et al. (2016). These areas correspond to three annular
sectors centred in Sgr A* (l = −0.056◦, b = −0.04588◦), with
inner/outer radii of 0.1◦/0.15◦, 0.15◦/0.2◦, 0.2◦/0.3◦, and exclud-
ing the region between the angles +10◦ and -56◦ from the posi-
tive Galactic longitude axis, plus seven circular regions with 0.1◦
of radius centred in b = −0.04588◦ and l = −0.656◦, -0.456◦,
0.344◦, 0.544◦, 359.344◦, 0.744◦, 0.944◦, and 1.144◦. The com-
parison of Lγ for all models with the HESS data points is show
in Fig. 3, where luminosities are radially projected from Sgr A*,
therefore two data points are plotted at ≈ 60 pc and ≈ 90 pc due
to the observation areas selected by HESS. Only the model with
the CMZ as a ring and with injection from all sources (NSC, Sgr
A east, AC and QC) reproduces satisfactorily the data for pro-
jected radii R ≤ 150 pc. This match is relevant because the CMZ
morphology, CR diffusion coefficients, CR polar advection and
CR sources have been constrained from observations and previ-
ous literature. In conclusion, more realistic CR dynamics suggest
that the CMZ presents an inner cavity and that the GC PeVatron
can be reproduced by the four modeled sources.

In Paper I, we obtained two scenarios consistent with the
H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. (2016) results but considering a
simplified CR transport (i.e. one isotropic diffusion coefficient,
no advection, and mono-energetic particles of 1 PeV), which is
generally accepted but does not represent properly the GC envi-
ronment. Here, in the left panel of Fig. 4, we contrast the gamma-
ray emission from the best-fitting model of this work with the
previous results. Additionally, we compute the average energy
density along the line of sight (wCR) within the same areas used
to calculate Lγ. For that, we consider only the gas column den-
sity in the CMZ shown in the top panel of Fig. 1 (i.e. ignoring
the CMZ line of sight distribution, as done typically in the lit-
erature), nH = NH/llos, and V = A llos, where A is the observed
gamma-ray area and llos is the length of the domain on the line
of sight, so Eq. 2 is rewritten as:

wCR ≈
Lγ

κπ σp−p c ηN NH A
. (3)

In the right panel of Fig. 4 we contrast the wCR for the CMZ
ring and disk models without differential diffusion and polar ad-
vection developed in Paper I, and the model with the CMZ as a
ring, considering differential diffusion, polar advection, and CR
injection from all sources (NSC, Sgr A East, AC and QC). In
both panels, we observe that in general all models are similar
and fit the observations, with only some differences at R ≈ 60
pc, where the new model deviates a bit more. At a projected
radius of R ≈ 175 pc, all models predict a luminosity of a fac-
tor of several below the data (see Sect. 3.5 below). All in all,
considering that we already have these three satisfactory mod-
els of Fig. 4, we maintain that fine tuning them is not currently
needed. Rather, we now investigate whether future CTA obser-
vations will allow us to choose which of the models is the best
match.
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Fig. 2. Gamma-ray synthetic maps computed as observed from the Earth. Left panels: synthetic maps for the CMZ as a disk and different CR
sources (indicated on each panel). Top four right panels: synthetic maps for the CMZ as a ring and different CR sources (indicated on each panel).
All maps have been smoothed with a 0.03◦ Gaussian function to adopt the best CTA beamwidth. Bottom right panel: Regions where we contrast
our models with the H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. (2016) results.

3.2. Future observation by CTA

CTA will soon be the most powerful telescope for very-high-
energy gamma-ray astronomy, covering the energy range from
20 GeV to 300 TeV. CTA will improve the sensitivity by one
order of magnitude at 1 TeV compared to current observatories,
with an angular resolution of ≈ 0.03◦ and an energy resolution
of ≈ 8%. Very relevant for our study, one of its key science
projects will spend 525 hr of exposure on the GC (CTA Con-
sortium 2019). In this context, we now compare the features of
the three models that match HESS observations (see Fig. 4) us-
ing the expected CTA sensitivity and angular resolution.

3.2.1. Energy distribution of synthetic maps

As explained in Sect. 2, to calculate the CR dynamics we
concentrated all the energy of CRs above 10 TeV into mono-
energetic particles of 1 PeV, so our computed gamma-ray lumi-
nosity represents the total emission from high energy particles
over 10 TeV. To analyze the synthetic maps as real gamma-ray
observations, we need to distribute this luminosity in the en-
ergy domain, specifically between 1 TeV and 100 TeV, because

Eγ ≈ 0.1Ep where Eγ is the gamma-ray energy (Aharonian et al.
2009; Longair 2011). H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. (2016) ob-
served that the CMZ energy spectrum follows a power-law with-
out any cutoff, which was defined as dNCMZ/dEdAdt = 1.92 ×
10−12(Eγ/TeV)−2.32 TeV−1 cm−2 s−1, where dNCMZ/dEdAdt is
the number of gamma-rays emitted from the CMZ per unit of en-
ergy, area and time, as a function of Eγ. Then, we define the total
gamma-ray flux (Fγ) as (H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. 2018b)

Fγ = Φ0

∫ 100 TeV

1 TeV
E

dNCMZ

dEdAdt
dE, (4)

where Φ0 is the flux normalisation. Finally, we discretized all Fγ

of each pixel over five bins per energy decade and adjusted Φ0
for every Fγ.

3.2.2. Gamma-ray absorption

Gamma-ray emissions can be absorbed during their propa-
gation in the Galaxy by pair production. Specifically, high-
energy photons above ≈ 10 TeV and ≈ 200 TeV interact
with the Galactic interstellar radiation field (ISRF) and the cos-
mic microwave background (CMB), respectively, producing an
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Fig. 3. CMZ gamma-ray luminosity profiles, computed using the model with realistic CR dynamics introduced in this paper. The luminosities are
calculated by integrating the flux in the regions shown in the bottom right panel of Fig. 2. Left panel: Gamma-ray profiles considering the CMZ as
a disk, for all models shown in the left panels of Fig. 2. Right panel: Gamma-ray profiles considering the CMZ as a ring, for the models shown in
the top four right panels of Fig. 2. Black crosses denote the observed gamma-ray luminosity computed by H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. (2016) in
the CMZ. Yellow squares, blue circles, grey diamonds and red triangles, represent the gamma-ray luminosity considering the NSC, NSC+Sgr A
East, NSC+AC+QC, and NSC+Sgr A East+AC+QC, as CR sources, respectively.

Fig. 4. Gamma-ray luminosity and average CR energy density for our satisfactory models. Left panel: Gamma-ray luminosity profiles from Sgr
A* along the Galactic disk, taken from Fig. 3 and from Paper I. Right panel: Corresponding average CR energy densities. Black crosses denote the
observed gamma-ray luminosity (left panel) and the indirect observations of CRs (right panel) computed by H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. (2016).
Yellow squares and cyan diamonds correspond to the CMZ ring and disk models without differential diffusion and polar advection developed in
Paper I. On the disk model, the only CR source is the NSC, while on the ring model the CR sources are the NSC and Sgr A East. Red triangles
correspond to the new model with the CMZ as a ring, considering differential diffusion, polar advection, and CR injection from all sources (NSC,
Sgr A East, AC and QC).

electron-positron pair (γ+γ → e− + e+; Moskalenko et al. 2006;
Popescu et al. 2017). Therefore, we attenuated Fγ according to
the gamma-ray transmittance (i.e. the fraction of photons reach-
ing the Earth) as a function of Eγ for gamma-ray sources lo-
cated at the GC computed by Moskalenko et al. (2006), where
transmittance decreases to ≈ 0.8 for gamma-rays between 50–
100 TeV.

3.2.3. Data analysis of synthetic maps

According to the methodology described in Mohanty et al.
(1998), we convert Fγ to photon counts following

NON = ∆t
∫ 100 TeV

1 TeV
Φ0

dNCMZ

dEdAdt
A0ϵγ dE, (5)

where NON is the number of gamma-rays observed by CTA, ∆t is
the observation time, A0 is the telescope effective area, and ϵγ is
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the data taking efficiency. For the CTA telescope, A0 = 5 × 1010

cm2, ϵγ = 0.7, and we considered the typical observation time
to be 50 hr (CTA Consortium 2019). We computed NON for
each modeled pixel of angular resolution 0.027◦. To estimate
the background, we use the GC gamma-ray observation of the
H.E.S.S. Galactic plane survey (H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al.
2018b) and the field-of-view background method, which is ap-
propriate for extended sources (Berge et al. 2007). We select an
area centred on Sgr A* of 4.5◦, which is equal to the minimum
CTA field of view (CTA Consortium 2019), and excluded known
gamma-ray sources under the assumption that they will be easily
isolated by CTA. From the entire resulting area, we obtained a
background count of NOFF = 259006 in a total solid angle of
ΩOFF = 0.00273 sr for the same 50 hr of observation. Finally,
we estimate the number of excess events over the background
(Nγ) for each pixel as (H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. 2018b)

Nγ = NON − αNOFF , (6)

where ΩON is the pixel solid angle and α = ΩON/ΩOFF = 8 ×
10−5. Then we compute the gamma-ray statistical significance
for each event (NON , NOFF) according to Li & Ma (1983), where
the event standard deviation (σ) is defined by

σ =
√

2 [NON ln (a) + NOFF ln (b)],

a =
(

1 + α
α

)
NON

NON + NOFF
,

b = (1 + α)
NOFF

NON + NOFF
.

(7)

To estimate the influence of the systematic uncertainty and
statistical error, we compute the signal-to-background ratio
(S BGR) and the signal-to-noise ratio (S NR) as

S BGR =
Nγ

Nbg
, (8)

S NR =
Nγ√

N2
CR + N2

CT A

, (9)

where Nbg = αNOFF , NCR is the uncertainty in counts associated
to the statistical error of the CR model, and NCT A is the uncer-
tainty in counts associated to the telescope systematic error. Fi-
nally, we consider that gamma-ray emission is actually detected
when Nγ ≥ 10, σ ≥ 5, S BGR ≥ 0.05 and S NR ≥ 5 (Actis
et al. 2011), considering an uncertainty in the background of 1%
(Funk et al. 2013).

Figure 5 shows the synthetic maps of gamma-ray surface
flux, considering 50 hr of observation with CTA and Eγ ≥ 1
TeV, where contours demarcate the detection criteria. The clear-
est differences between the maps are with regard to the extension
and the CR sources. In order to compare in detail our models,
Fig. 6 shows selected longitudinal profiles with prominent fea-
tures, where Fγ was obtained between −0.797◦ < l < 1.337◦
and for b = 0.094◦, 0.013◦, −0.067◦ and −0.229◦. A ∆l and ∆b
of 0.03◦, comparable to the CTA beamwidth, is adopted for all
cases. In addition, we do not consider the central 0.2◦ around
Sgr A* because HESS observes here a point-like source with a
different energy spectrum than the CMZ (H.E.S.S. Collaboration
et al. 2016). Moreover, the amount of gas in this region, includ-
ing the circumnuclear disk (Genzel 1988), is still under debate
(Chen et al. 2016). In all panels, the differential diffusion effect

is observed at l ≈ 1.2◦ and l ≈ −0.6◦, where Fγ decrease due
to the external high diffusion. The effect is similar in both di-
rections but at a different relative radius with respect to Sgr A*
(l ≈ −0.05◦), due to the asymmetric distribution of the CMZ gas.
In the bottom-right panel, the polar advection effect becomes no-
ticeable, where Fγ decreases at Sgr A* for the model that in-
cludes advection and a roughly flat profile is observed for the
other models. This is due to advection allowing CRs to escape
faster than in other areas of the CMZ. When the CR dynamics
is dominated by diffusion or advection it will decrease ∝ 1/r or
∝ 1/r2 respectively (H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. 2016), such
that the effect is more prominent farther away from Sgr A* and
NSC. In the top-right and bottom-left panels, the CR injection
from AC (l ≈ 0.12◦ and b ≈ 0.02◦) and QC (l ≈ 0.16◦ and
b ≈ −0.06◦) are resolved as Fγ peaks. On the other hand, the
models without differential diffusion and polar advection show
a central small bump at different longitudes (l ≈ −0.05◦ for the
disk model and l ≈ −0.08◦ for the ring), which traces the central
wCR peak. This discrepancy is due to their respective gas distri-
butions along the line of sight.

3.3. CMZ gamma-rays over 50 TeV

The CR spectrum at PeV energies is still not well-constrained
observationally. Although the HESS analysis is consistent with
protons of ∼ PeV, observation of gamma-rays close to 100 TeV
would be unequivocal evidence for a GC PeVatron. Since such
particle acceleration is assumed in our model, we analyzed if
CTA would detect gamma-rays over 50 TeV. At gamma-ray en-
ergies over ≈ 10 TeV, the photon detection method is dominated
by Nγ ≥ 10, where the telescope array needs to cover ≥ km2

(Funk et al. 2013) or a very long observation time is needed (Eq.
5). In this context, H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. (2016) did not
observe any gamma-rays over ≈ 50 TeV with ≈ 200 hr of expo-
sure time, while our models with 50 hr of observation with CTA
are dominated by photons between 1 TeV and 10 TeV. To ad-
dress this issue, we repeat the data analysis (see Sect. 3.2.3), but
only considering gamma-rays above 50 TeV, 525 hr of observa-
tion with CTA, and a background that follows a power-law with a
spectral index of -2.57 (Bernlöhr et al. 2013). Figure 7 shows the
gamma-ray flux as observed by CTA for photons over 50 TeV. In
all models, the CMZ is partially filled by gamma-rays and ex-
tended emission is observed in the central area, where gamma-
rays between 50 – 100 TeV are detected even considering the
gamma-ray absorption by pair production. CTA will be able to
trace CRs of ≈ PeV energy, and their detection will cover the
area of all proposed sources, with AC and QC being individually
resolved.

Therefore, CTA will directly confirm whether clusters of
young massive stars constitute PeVatrons. Such a detection
would provide relevant information about the Galactic origin and
acceleration of CRs up to 1 PeV without all the complications of
the NSC. In the latter a point-like gamma-ray source is observed
(H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. 2016), but its origin remains am-
biguous due to other potential options: Sgr A* could inject CRs
(Aharonian & Neronov 2005); gamma-ray emission from a dark
matter peak is theoretically expected (Belikov et al. 2012); an
unresolved population of millisecond pulsars could accelerate
particles (Guépin et al. 2018; Bower et al. 2018); there is a pul-
sar wind nebula on the line of sight (Wang et al. 2006); stellar
winds could be interacting further with an outflow coming from
the supermassive black hole vicinity (Cuadra et al. 2015; Russell
et al. 2017); and we suggested an additional CR injection from
Sgr A East (Paper I).
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Fig. 5. Synthetic maps of gamma-ray flux, considering 50 hr of observation with CTA and Eγ ≥ 1 TeV. Top and middle panels: Gamma-ray flux of
CMZ models without differential diffusion and polar advection, reported in Paper I. Bottom panel: Gamma-ray flux of CMZ model with differential
diffusion and polar advection. CR sources and the CMZ morphology are indicated on each panel. White, yellow, cyan and green contours are lower
limits to Nγ, σ, S BGR and S NR, respectively. All maps have been smoothed with a 0.03◦ Gaussian function to adopt the CTA beamwidth.

3.4. Gamma-rays from Sgr A*

As mentioned previously, H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. (2016)
reported a point-like source consistent with emission from the
location of Sgr A*. The main difference between Sgr A* obser-
vation and the gamma-rays from the CMZ is the energy cutoff
at 10 TeV observed from this point-like source. We integrate the
gamma-ray surface flux over the same area that was observed
by HESS (i.e. a circular region of radius 0.1◦ centered in Sgr
A*), and our model predicts a luminosity four times lower than
the luminosity obtained from integrating the observed spectrum
between 1 - 100 TeV. Also, if we consider that our prediction

follows the CMZ observed spectrum, the flux magnitude of the
cutoff is above our modeled luminosity.

We explored including a new CR source at the location of Sgr
A* so that the model better matches the point-like source obser-
vation, however, any additional CR population modified strongly
the profiles shown in Fig 4 when interacting with the CMZ gas.
Therefore, our NSC+Sgr A East+AC+QC model (with the CMZ
as a ring) requires an additional gamma-ray source with an en-
ergy cutoff at 10 TeV, an extension smaller than 0.2°, and located
at the Sgr A* coordinates.
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Fig. 6. Surface gamma-ray flux profiles for successful models. Profiles are obtained between 0.797◦ < l < 1.337◦ and b = 0.094◦ (top-left panel),
0.013◦ (top-right panel), −0.067◦ (bottom-left panel) and −0.229◦ (bottom-right panel). The profile is binned adopting the CTA angular resolution,
0.03◦. Lines show gamma-ray flux considering 50 hr of observation with CTA and Eγ ≥ 1 TeV. Yellow and cyan profiles represent the models
proposed in Paper I with the CMZ as a disk and a ring. The red profiles are from the model considering differential diffusion, polar advection, and
CR injection from NSC, Sgr A East, AC, and QC (all sources). The central 0.2◦ around Sgr A* was excluded.

3.5. CR injection from SN Sgr D

In Paper I, we attributed the discrepancy at R ≈ 175 pc to more
realistic CR dynamics and/or an additional CR source. As is evi-
dent from Fig. 4, more realistic dynamics did not solve this prob-
lem. Therefore we analyzed the possible injection of CRs from
SN Sgr D to fit this detection. In Fig. 8, we add to the NSC+Sgr
A East+AC+QC model (CMZ as a ring) the SN Sgr D simu-
lation. The sum reproduces the observed gamma-ray emission
satisfactorily and improves our model, although assuming arbi-
trary yet reasonable values for the energy of the explosion and
the line-of-sight distance for that source.

To estimate the impact of adding SN Sgr D to our best model
with differential diffusion and polar advection, we recompute the
synthetic maps and profiles observed by CTA, finding that SN
Sgr D does not modify our previous analysis. The maps and pro-
files considering SN Sgr D are shown in Figs. A.1 and A.2.

4. Discussion

In Paper I, we found two models for the CR dynamics in the
GC that were consistent with HESS gamma-ray observations.
Those models however were too simplistic, and neglected sev-
eral expected physical effects, such as differential diffusion and
polar advection, and CR sources, like the Arches and Quintuplet
stellar clusters. These ingredients were included in the models
presented here, and we obtained a new model that also recre-
ates the HESS data. This match is remarkable, as it is based on

a priori reasonable assumptions, without fine-tuning any param-
eters. For all physical processes and sources we used fiducial
values based on observations and/or the current literature. How-
ever, other combinations of sources and processes could also fit
the data, and of course there are uncertainties in the fiducial val-
ues we used (e.g. the rate of kinetic energy going into accelera-
tion of CRs above 10 TeV). Therefore, we do not claim that our
model corresponds to the reality, and instead simply argue that
upcoming CTA observations will be able to constrain the models
in unprecedented detail.

According to our observational analysis, the different HESS-
matching models will show different features when imaged by
CTA. The CR realistic transport model proposed in this work
will present the most different signature, where CTA will be able
to constrain the differential diffusion effect close to the CMZ
edge and verify the polar advection to high or low latitudes at
the longitude of Sgr A*. Moreover, thanks to its fine angular res-
olution of ≈ 0.03◦ (CTA Consortium 2019), it will be possible to
detect the gamma-ray peaks associated to AC, QC, and a com-
posite source of both NSC and Sgr A East, independently, as
well as any other potential CR acceleration sites so far not con-
sidered. Additionally, using these future observations, we could
fine tune our model to determine observationally the CMZ diffu-
sion coefficient, polar advection magnitude, the source injection
rates, and the gas distribution along the line of sight.

Regarding gamma-ray emission over 50 TeV, we verified
the main results for more strict transmittances (e.g. ≈ 0.75 for
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Fig. 7. Same as Fig. 5, but considering 525 hr of observation with CTA and Eγ ≥ 50 TeV. The additional pink dotted contours correspond to the
maps perimeter without considering gamma-ray absorption, while red dashed contours mark the perimeter of the synthetic maps of Fig. 5.

gamma-rays between 50 – 100 TeV; Popescu et al. 2017; Porter
et al. 2018). The conclusions are the same, CTA will directly
confirm PeVatrons in the GC, and the observed morphology will
only turn out to be less extended due to more intense ISRF. Addi-
tionally, the spectrum that CTA will observe should be corrected
due to gamma-ray absorption to obtain the intrinsic CR spectrum
to PeV energies.

As shown above, our model remains consistent with the cur-
rent observations of Sgr A*, and requires an additional point-
like gamma-ray source at that location. This emission has been
argued to arise from the vicinity of the supermassive black hole
(Aharonian & Neronov 2005) or the ambient gas in the inner few
pc (Chernyakova et al. 2011), within our modeled cavity.

While almost all our sources are already well-constrained
from observations, SN Sgr D remains poorly determined. Its cur-
rently assumed properties are consistent with its diameter (Sofue
2022) and with the energetics of the weaker supernovae in our
galaxy (Acero et al. 2016). According to our simulations, a ver-
ification of this source by CTA may be very difficult due to its
low CR injection rate. Additionally, a more accurate determina-
tion of its line-of-sight location is necessary.

The model presents some limitations and uncertainties,
which could affect our result. Most importantly, we followed
H.E.S.S. Collaboration et al. (2016) and used the standard Galac-
tic CO-to-H2 mass conversion factor for the CMZ. However,
other studies estimate it to be lower by up to an order of mag-
nitude (Sodroski et al. 1995; Dahmen et al. 1998; Sofue 2022).
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Fig. 8. Same as Fig. 4, but now plotting the gamma-ray luminosity and the indirect observations of CRs for the CMZ ring, considering differential
diffusion, polar advection, and CR injection from SN Sgr D (green squares). Magenta circles are the sum of both components (all sources+SN Sgr
D).

In Fig. 9, we recompute the NSC+Sgr A East+AC+QC model
(CMZ as a ring) setting the CO-to-H2 mass conversion factor to
XCO = 1.8×1019 cm−2 K−1 Km−1 s, i.e., one order of magnitude
lower than the Galactic value, considering the same CR dynam-
ics and injection as our satisfactory model from Sect. 2 (brown
squares), a ten times higher CR injection rate (orange circles), a
ten times lower diffusion outside the CMZ (light blue x-marks), a
ten times lower diffusion inside the CMZ (green triangles), and a
ten times lower diffusion both inside and outside the CMZ (pur-
ple diamonds). Analyzing these models, it is evident that the CR
energy density inferred by HESS is in strong tension with the
lower value of the gas conversion factor and therefore strong
additional sources would be required to match the gamma-ray
observations. For instance, the model with the same sources but
ten times higher injection rates, produces the same luminosity
as in our fiducial model. We neglected additional potential CR
sources, such as the Sgr B1 and Sgr B2 star formation complexes
(Ginsburg & Kruijssen 2018; Henshaw et al. 2022) or other su-
pernova remnants that are visible in radio and X-ray maps (e.g.,
Heywood et al. 2022), because our aim in this study was to com-
pute a fiducial model supported by known CR sources with well-
constrained kinetic energies and low uncertainty on whether they
are within the CMZ (Crocker et al. 2007; Protheroe et al. 2008;
Acero et al. 2016; Kauffmann et al. 2017). In future works, we
will explore the impact of a more exhaustive characterization of
these potential sources. On the other hand, considering only the
known sources, the CMZ mass conversion factor would need to
be close to the standard Galactic one.

Other uncertainties include that the positions of AC and QC
along the line of sight are not well constrained. However, re-
peating the simulations with the locations proposed by Kruijssen
et al. (2015) on the near side of the CMZ, we find that the results
do not vary substantially, as the clusters are still embedded in
high-density gas. Additionally, CR diffusion and advection areas
were delimited from molecular emission lines and gamma-ray
observations, respectively, which can only approximate the ac-
tual CR dynamics. Moreover, the transition between zones could
be smoother.

Finally, our results are consistent with recent theoretical
models of the CMZ and Westerlund 1 (a cluster of young mas-
sive stars with a gamma-ray emission similar to the CMZ; Aha-
ronian et al. 2019). For the CMZ, a composite population of CRs
within the GC was constrained to reproduce current observations
(Becker Tjus et al. 2022), and for Westerlund 1, CR acceleration
at the wind termination shock within massive stars clusters and a
low diffusion in high density zones were derived to be consistent
with gamma-ray observations (Bhadra et al. 2022).

5. Conclusion

We developed a Monte Carlo CR diffusion model for the GC
CRs considering differential diffusion, polar advection and sev-
eral sources. We studied the gamma-rays emitted via proton-
proton collision with the CMZ gas, creating synthetic gamma-
ray maps. We considered two different CMZ 3D models, with
either a ring or a disk shape, that simulate a significant inner cav-
ity or not. Our simulation results are consistent with the former,
implying that the CMZ has an inner cavity and that the CR in-
jection is from the combination of the NSC, Sgr A East, AC and
QC. The resulting gamma-ray luminosity was found using fidu-
cial parameters and normalizations derived from observations
and the current literature, including the standard Galactic CO-to-
H2 conversion factor. If a CO-to-H2 conversion factor one order
of magnitude lower is considered, the same sources would need
ten times higher injection rates to match the observed gamma-
ray luminosity. Additionally, an impulsive emission from SN Sgr
D can explain the relatively high gamma-ray emission detected
by HESS at a large projected radius from Sgr A*. Our conclu-
sion on the shape of the CMZ is consistent with several kine-
matic and dynamical gas models that require an inner cavity, but
stands in contrast to models based on observations of molecular
lines and some dynamical gas models, which suggest a contin-
uous structure. Finally, our predictions do not overproduce the
current gamma-ray spectrum observed from Sgr A*, for which
additional physical mechanisms have been proposed.

To verify whether this model, or the models without differen-
tial diffusion and polar advection propounded in Paper I, explain
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Fig. 9. Same as the model of all sources and CMZ as a ring in Fig. 4, but setting the CO-to-H2 mass conversion factor to one order of magnitude
lower than the Galactic value. We compute models considering the same previous dynamics and CR injection (brown squares), ten times more CR
injection (orange circles), ten times less diffusion coefficient outside the CMZ (light blue x-marks), ten times less diffusion coefficient inside the
CMZ (green triangles), and ten times less diffusion coefficient inside/outside the CMZ (purple diamonds).

better the gamma-ray emission, we studied the signatures that
CTA could detect in the future. Considering 50 hr of observa-
tion, CTA will distinguish those models, constraining the effects
of differential diffusion, polar advection, CR sources, and the
CMZ morphology. Moreover, with the planned total 525 hr of
observation, CTA should detect gamma-rays close to 100 TeV,
which will be unequivocal evidence of a GC PeVatron, and even
confirm whether clusters of young massive star without a super-
massive black hole can accelerate particles up to 1 PeV.
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Appendix A: Maps and profiles considering SN Sgr D

Fig. A.1. Same as bottom panel of Figs. 5 (left panel) and 7 (right panel), but now adding SN Sgr D.

Fig. A.2. Same as Fig. 6, but now plotting all sources (NSC, Sgr A East, AC, and QC) plus SN Sgr D.
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