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The elusive polarized microwave signal from the Fermi bubbles is disentangled from the more
extended polarized lobes, which similarly emanate from the Galactic plane but stretch farther west
of the bubbles. The ∼ 20% synchrotron polarization reveals magnetic fields preferentially parallel to
the bubble edges, as expected downstream of a strong shock. The ∼ 20% polarization of thermal dust
emission is similarly oriented, constraining grain alignment in an extreme environment. We argue
that the larger lobes arise from an older Galactic-center, likely supermassive black-hole, outburst.

The bipolar Fermi bubbles (FBs), emanating from the
center of the Milky Way [1, 2] and extending out to
|b| ≳ 50◦ latitudes, each presents as a fairly uniform γ-
ray teardrop-shaped structure [3, 4], demarked by an X-
ray shell [5], and coincident with a dust component [6]
and with radio low frequency [6] to microwave [7, 8] syn-
chrotron emission which brightens to a haze [9] near the
Galactic center (GC). Their morphology, X-ray shells,
and integrated [4, 7, 10–12] and edge [13] energy spectra,
featuring γ-ray and microwave cooling breaks [6], indi-
cate that the FBs arose a few Myr ago, as outflows from
the super-massive black hole (SMBH), which must have
been collimated [14] nearly perpendicular to the Galactic
plane [15], and identify the FB edges as strong, Mach ≳ 5
forward shocks [6, 13].

The anticipated polarized signal from the FBs has
drawn much attention, not only as a probe of their mag-
netic fields and associated physical processes, but also
due to their alleged relation to pronounced, extended
polarized lobes [16, 17] that similarly emanate from the
Galactic plane, as described below. The polarized signal
from the bulk of the FBs was argued to be too weak to
pick up, directly or through template decomposition, in
WMAP [18, 19] and Planck [8, 20] maps. However, a lo-
cal linearly-polarized signal is anticipated just inside the
FB edges, as the shock compresses or otherwise ampli-
fies magnetic fields, relativistic particles, and dust. As
magnetic fields B are preferentially amplified parallel to
shock fronts, a downstream polarized component θ ⊥ B
is expected perpendicular to the FB edges, in both syn-
chrotron and thermal-dust emission.

We thus focus on the vicinity of the FB edges, iden-
tified by gradient filters [13], and bin the polarized mi-
crowave data parallel to the edge in the same method
previously used to measure the γ-ray [13], X-ray [5], and
radio [6] spectra in the near downstream. In particu-
lar, we adopt the coarse-grained [13] edges of the FBs,
well-confining their signature in the 3–30 GeV, 15-year
Fermi -LAT data [6] used here.
By focusing on the known FB edges, we avoid confu-

sion with the aforementioned extended polarized lobes,
observed in 23 GHz WMAP [16] and 2.3 GHz S-PASS
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[17] data. Figure 1 shows the γ-ray (red) FB edges (dot-
dashed orange curves [13]), and the polarized synchrotron
(green) lobe putative [21] edges (double-dot dashed green
curves [17]). The polarized lobes, partly overlapping the
east edges of the FBs, were tentatively identified with the
bubbles, despite their different morphology.

There are, however, several reasons to doubt this lobe–
FB association, and test it using the FB edges. First, the
lobes extend far beyond the west edges of the FBs, so

FIG. 1. False-color image of γ-ray (3–30 GeV Fermi-LAT;
red) and polarized microwave (23 GHz WMAP ; green) in-
tensities in an orthographic projection; the bright, |b| ≲ 5◦

Galactic plane is masked. The polarized lobes (with putative
edges [17] shown as double-dot-dashed green curves) extend
west of the FBs (edges [13] in dot-dashed orange). For each
of the four sectors analyzed (dashed white boundaries), we
show (in the respective image corner) the FB edge in a Carte-
sian projection, along with its mean orientation (solid yel-
low line) and the directions of the projected upstream (cyan
dashed lines with shaded dispersion) and downstream excess
(solid magenta with orange dispersion) magnetic fields, as in-
ferred from synchrotron (Planck 30 GHz) and dust (Planck
353 GHz; denoted by circles) polarizations.
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they could not arise from the same outburst that drove
the FB forward shocks. A similar argument holds for
the shear size of the lobes, spanning a solid angle ≳ 40%
larger than the FBs. Second, the lobes are far less east–
west symmetric than the FBs, presenting a much stronger
westward curvature with increasing |b|. Third, the lobe
ridges are traced down to the |b| ≃ 10◦ depolarization
limit, where they already reach longitudes l ≳ 10◦ east
of the GC [17]; therefore, the lobes either emanate far
east of the GC, or emanate from the GC but initially
head east before sharply curving back west at |b| < 10◦,
unlike the FBs. Finally, the polarization orientation is
approximately perpendicular to the ridges, with position
angles 0 ≲ ∓θ(±b ≳ 10◦) ≲ 30◦ (θ measured south due
east, in WMAP conventions [22]; henceforth), showing
little correlation with the FBs.

We search for the linearly polarized signal from the FBs
at high, |b| > 30◦ latitudes, where depolarization effects
and confusion with Galactic structures diminish. The
FB outskirts, where polarization is expected, are exam-
ined in four different sectors, marked (by dashed white
boundaries) in Fig. 1. In each hemisphere, we choose
one sector at the high-latitude tip of the bubble, and one
sector on its west side; the eastern FB edges are avoided
due to possible confusion with the putative lobe edges.
Although wide sectors would provide a better signal-to-
noise ratio, we adopt fairly narrow sectors, along which
the projected FB edge is approximately linear, in order
to better pick up the polarized signal with a meaningful
polarization angle.

Figure 1 summarizes, for each sector (in its respec-
tive corner, using a Cartesian projection), the local FB
edge morphology, its approximate orientation, and the in-
ferred directions of the projected upstream (dashed cyan)
and downstream excess (solid magenta) magnetic fields,
based on both synchrotron and thermal dust (marked
by circles) emission. The FB polarization properties in
each sector, including these inferred magnetic field ori-
entations, are derived from the radial (Fig. 2) and spec-
tral (Fig. 3) profiles of the cosmic microwave background
(CMB)-subtracted brightness I in WMAP and Planck,
full-mission, maps [6], along with their Q and U counter-
parts, where I, Q, and U are Stokes parameters.

Figure 2 demonstrates the radial profiles of γ-ray and
microwave signals measured near the FB edge in each of
the four sectors, stacked at different angular distances ψ
from the edge. Here, ψ increases outward, away from the
GC, so the shock upstream (downstream) lies at ψ ≳ 0
(ψ ≲ 0). Foregrounds typically vary slowly with ψ at the
high latitudes and large angular scales of interest, and so
can be approximated using their mean upstream value;
the figure shows differences (denoted by ∆; circles and
squares) with respect to such fixed foreground estimates.

The brightness I was previously found to abruptly rise
as one crosses the FB edge downstream, in γ-rays [13],
X-rays [5], and microwaves [6]. Figure 2 shows a simi-
lar rise in the linearly-polarized microwave amplitude |L|

(squares), in all four sectors, where

L ≡ Q+ iU . (1)

The downstream rise in |L| is seen in both synchrotron
and dust emission, represented [6] respectively by the
lowest (30 GHz; filled symbols) and highest (353 GHz;
empty symbols) Planck polarization channels. The
downstream polarized excess |∆L| roughly follows the
respective brightness excess ∆I. As the effect is well-
localized and far from the radio-lobe edges, especially in
the western sectors, we conclude that the ∆L excess is
associated with the FBs and not with the lobes.
Figure 3 presents the FB microwave excess in all

WMAP and Planck polarization channels, spanning the
23 < ν < 353 GHz frequency range. For each sector,
the ∆I (top panels) and ∆L (middle and bottom pan-
els) properties are shown in the near (red diamonds), mid
(green squares) and far (blue circles) downstream regions,
which are defined in Fig. 2. The top panels and insets
confirm that the ν ≲ 50 GHz and ν ≳ 100 GHz ranges
are dominated respectively by ∆I ∝ ν−α synchrotron
and ∆I ∝ ν7/2/(ehν/kBT − 1) thermal dust emission.
Here, α is the synchrotron spectral index, T is the dust
temperature, h is Planck’s constant, and kB is Boltz-
mann’s constant; for a spectral analysis, see [6].
In both synchrotron and dust regimes, we find (middle

panels) a near-downstream linear polarization fraction

|∆L|/∆I ≃ 20% , (2)

in both north and south sectors, in which the foreground
is fairly constant and robustly determined. These val-
ues are projected, implying a higher intrinsic polarization
fraction. In the western sectors, the foreground and in
particular its |L(ψ)| component increases rapidly with ψ,
so our constant foreground approximation overestimates
the downstream |∆L|; this systematic error is especially
large in the SW sector, where even I can be estimated
only in the near-downstream region. As the figure shows,
the statistical errors are small in the synchrotron and
dust regimes, but substantial in the intermediate, ∼ 60–
90 GHz frequency range.
Throughout the analyzed region, the polarization angle

θ(L) ≡ arg(L)/2 (3)

(right-triangles in Fig. 2) lies in the |θ| ≲ 30◦ range,
with implied magnetic fields roughly following the mor-
phology of the extended lobes. However, small changes
in the θ(ψ) behavior are identified at the FB edge in
all four sectors: small but significant θ jumps at the two
western sectors, and θ(ψ) trend reversals in the other two
sectors. While the upstream θu (up-triangles in Fig. 3)
can be determined robustly, it is difficult to measure the
downstream angle θd of FB-associated emission, due to
the strong, θf ≃ θu foreground and off-edge projection
effects. Indeed, either overestimating or underestimat-
ing the foreground would offset the measured θd towards
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FIG. 2. Radial profiles (1σ error bars) of γ-ray (small black disks), 30 GHz synchrotron (filled symbols), and 353 GHz dust
(empty symbols) emission, as a function of oriented angular distance ψ outside the FB edge, in the four (labeled) sectors. The
total (I; circles) and linearly polarized (|L|; cyan squares, multiplied by 3 for visibility) brightness excess above the foreground
(based on the upstream, gray-shaded region), shown normalized to peak total brightness, rise abruptly downstream (ψ ≲ 0);
color shades define near (red), mid (green), and far (blue) downstream regions. The polarization angle θ (orange right-triangles,
in WMAP conventions) trend changes near the ψ ≃ 0 edge; the angle of the δL jump across the edge (magenta down-triangles)
is closer to the shock-normal angle θn (dot-dashed black line with yellow-shaded sector dispersion), especially in the west.

θf , and projection effects dilute the anticipated, edge-
perpendicular polarization.

In Q–U space, the L(ψ) trajectory shows a small δL
jump at ψ ≃ 0 in all four sectors, thus providing a local,
albeit noisy, estimate of the FB polarization angle with
minimal projection effects. The corresponding θ(δL) an-
gle, presented (in magneta) in Figs. 1 (solid lines show
the inferred magnetic field orientation), 2 and 3 (down-
triangles), lies approximately half-way between the up-
stream θu and the shock normal, θn (black dot-dashed
lines in Figs. 2–3). This effect, more noticeable in the
western sectors where θu and θn are farther apart, indi-
cates that the near-downstream magnetic field is indeed
aligned preferentially parallel to the shock front.

Thanks to their large extent on the sky, the FBs pro-
vide unique constraints on diverse physical processes,

ranging from cosmic-ray diffusion [e.g., 13] to dust-grain
alignment. The polarization angles of synchrotron and
dust emission are similar to each other throughout the
analyzed sectors, as often found in the magnetized in-
terstellar medium; some differences are however seen, es-
pecially upstream of the FBs. Dust emission is thought
to be preferentially polarized along the long grain axis,
radiatively torqued perpendicular to the ambient mag-
netic field [23–26]. Our results constrain the alignment
timescale as < 1 Myr (for |ψ| = a few degrees down-
stream) under the extreme conditions at the FB out-
skirts: a highly ionized, hot (∼ 0.5 keV electron tem-
perature), and dilute (10−3 cm−3 density) gas, exposed
to anisotropic, strong starlight [6].

There are interesting similarities between the polarized
lobes and the FBs, invoking previous claims that the two
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FIG. 3. Spectral analysis, in each sector (labeled panel composite), of the total brightness (top panels, with broader frequency-
range [6] insets) and the linear polarization fraction (middle panels) of the excess in the near (red diamonds), mid (green squares)
and far (blue circles) downstream regions, and of the polarization angles (bottom panels) θu upstream (cyan up triangles)
and θ(δL) across the edge (magenta down triangles), compared to the edge-normal θn (dot-dashed line with yellow-shaded
dispersion). The upstream and downstream regions are defined in Fig. 2. The mean near-downstream |∆L|/∆I and upstream
θu are similar in the synchrotron and dust regimes, shown (dashed lines with shaded dispersions) separately.

are complementary signatures of the same phenomenon.
However, the above arguments, in particular the farther
westward extent of the lobes reaching beyond the FB

edges, indicate that the lobes are not associated with
the supersonic FBs or the outflows that produced them.
The polarized FB signature found in this study is clearly
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distinguished from the lobes, affirming this conclusion.

The ≳ 40% larger projected extent of the lobes, their
large, d ≳ 5.5 kpc distance from the Sun inferred from
their |b| ≲ 10◦ depolarization [17], the similar curvature
of their ridges and the GC spur [16], and the absence
of localized lobe–FB collision signatures, indicate that
they are large-scale structures emanating from the GC
vicinity, and not objects lying in the FB background or
foreground. Our results thus imply that the lobes are
older (and so, more curved) than the FBs, encompassing
the latter and being processed by their forward shocks.

The lobes were previously interpreted as arising from a

slow, ≳ 100 Myr star-formation-driven GC outflow, pos-
sibly linked to the ∼ 3 × 107M⊙ star-forming molec-
ular gas ring [17]. However, their similarities to the
FBs in terms of morphology, synchrotron signature, and
≳ 1055 erg inferred energy, indicate that they are more
likely to be the remnants of a collimated outburst from
the SMBH, resembling but predating the FB outburst.
If so, the lobes may well be the haze-like signature of the
ROSAT/eROSITA [27, 28] bubbles: the larger, b ≳ 80◦

counterparts of the FBs.
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