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ABSTRACT

This study examines the mid-infrared properties of Giant H II (GH II) regions in the Milky Way’s

Central Molecular Zone (CMZ) – Sgr B1, Sgr B2, and Sgr C – using SOFIA-FORCAST imaging at

25 and 37µm. It compares these mid-infrared data with previous multi-wavelength observations to

explore their present star formation activity and global properties. The study identifies 77 massive

young stellar object (MYSO) candidates in and around the three regions. Sgr B2 appears to host the

youngest MYSOs and have much higher extinction than the other regions, containing several radio

sources not detected in the mid-infrared even at 37µm. Meanwhile, cm radio continuum regions of

Sgr B1 shows remarkable correspondence to its mid-infrared emission. Sgr C has fewer confirmed

MYSOs, and seems to have a higher fraction of low-mass young stellar objects and contamination

from more evolved interloper/foreground stars. Derived MYSO densities are consistent with GH II

regions elsewhere in the Galactic plane, though the CMZ GH II regions appear to have less prolific

present star formation overall. Unlike Sgr B2, the cm continuum emission in Sgr B1 and Sgr C

GH II regions appears to be absent cold dust and molecular gas, suggesting environmental differences,

possibly driven by turbulence and rapid dynamical changes near the Galactic Center. Furthermore,

unlike typical GH II regions, Sgr B1 and Sgr C are significantly ionized by evolved interloper stars,

which likely did not form within these regions. In these ways, Sgr B1 and Sgr C deviate from classical

GH II region behavior, thus potentially representing a new category of GH II region or challenging

their classification as GH II regions.

Keywords: H II regions (694); Infrared sources (793); Star formation (1569); Star forming regions

(1565); Massive stars (732); Infrared astronomy (786); Young star clusters (1833); Proto-

stars (1302)

1. INTRODUCTION

Giant H II (GH II) regions are home to extremely

massive young and forming OB stellar clusters. They

contain a significant fraction of the most massive stars in

a galaxy and therefore can dominate a galaxy’s thermal

emission (Israel 1980). The study of GH II regions is

not only important in understanding and interpreting

observations of external galaxies, but they are crucial
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to the understanding of the formation and evolution of

massive stars and their environments.

Massive stars provide critical insights into the pro-

cesses of stellar evolution. Their strong winds and radia-

tion influence the interstellar medium (e.g., Conti & Mc-

Cray 1980), triggering star formation (e.g., Whitworth

et al. 1994) and shaping the structure of galaxies (e.g.,

Lee et al. 2013). Understanding how massive stars form

and evolve can shed light on the initial mass function

and star formation theories. This knowledge helps in

understanding the overall population of stars in differ-

ent galactic environments.
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To understand GH II regions and their evolution, as

well as their population of presently-forming massive

young stellar objects (MYSOs), we have embarked on a

survey of GH II regions within the Milky Way using ob-

servations obtained from the Stratospheric Observatory

For Infrared Astronomy (SOFIA) and its mid-infrared

instrument FORCAST. The images from FORCAST

are the highest spatial resolution (non-saturated) mid-

infrared observations of the entirety of these GH II re-

gions yet obtained at wavelengths beyond ∼10µm (i.e.,

≲3′′). Most GH II regions are optically obscured, and

radio continuum observations do not have the ability

to trace the very earliest stages of massive star forma-

tion or non-ionizing sources. Furthermore, because of

typically high levels of extinction, often the extended

emission of the GH II regions, as well as the stars form-

ing within them are undetectable at even near-infrared

wavelengths. For these reasons the mid-infrared data

from FORCAST are crucial to our analyses.

Our first three papers on W51A (Lim & De Buizer

2019; hereafter Paper I), M17 (Lim & De Buizer 2020;

hereafter Paper II) and W49A (De Buizer et al. 2021;

hereafter Paper III) covered three of the top eight most-

powerful GH II regions in the Milky Way and established

the analyses that would be applied throughout the rest

of the papers in this survey, allowing us to compare and

contrast regions effectively. Our previous papers have

focused on understanding the massive stellar content of

the presently-forming generation of stars in GH II re-

gions and trying to understand the internal evolution of

the GH II regions as well as their origins.

The original source list for our survey came from

Conti & Crowther (2004), who performed an analysis of

all-sky observations of bright and large cm-wavelength

radio continuum sources which they cross-correlated

with Midcourse Space Experiment (MSX) mid-infrared

imaging data as well as Infrared Astronomical Satellite

(IRAS) data. In order to be classified as a bonafide

GH II region (according to Conti & Crowther 2004), a

source had to have a Lyman continuum photon rate in

excess of 1050 photons/s (as derived from its radio con-

tinuum emission) and stand out as a bright region in the

mid-infrared. In order to try to understand the popula-

tion of GH II regions as a whole, we wanted to compare

and contrast the properties of the most powerful GH II

regions (as covered in Paper I–Paper III) to those that

were more modest. In De Buizer et al. (2022; here-

after Paper IV), we investigated the properties of two

GH II regions (Sgr D and W42) that we believed were

near the Lyman continuum photon rate cut-off. How-

ever, we found out that updated distance measurements

since the publication of the Conti & Crowther (2004)

survey placed both objects much closer to the Earth,

disqualifying them from being classified as legitimate

GH II regions. Motivated by this, in this same paper

we re-investigated all the GH II regions from Conti &

Crowther (2004), pouring through the intervening two

decades of literature and extracting new data on the dis-

tances and electron temperatures of each source. This

led to a new updated list of 31 legitimate Galactic GH II

regions, and 11 candidate GH II regions.

In De Buizer et al. (2023; hereafter Paper V), we were

finally able to properly chose two modest GH II regions

just above the 1050 photons/s Lyman continuum photon

rate cut-off criteria (DR7 and K3-50) to compare to the

most powerful GH II regions of our previous studies. In

this work, we discovered that perhaps the biggest dif-

ference between GH II regions was not necessarily the

Lyman continuum photon rate itself, but the contribu-

tion to the overall Lyman continuum photon rate by the

presence (or lack) of a revealed stellar OB cluster from

an earlier epoch of star formation. Those GH II regions

dominated by older OB clusters tended to carve cavities

in their host molecular cloud, and the Lyman continuum

photons predominantly arise from these ionized cavity

walls instead of from internally ionized H II or com-

pact H II regions surrounding nascent massive stellar

clusters or individual MYSOs. In light of this, we in-

troduced in De Buizer et al. (2024; hereafter Paper VI)

two GH II morphological types, one characterized by

dispersed radio sub-regions (i.e., ‘distributed-type’) and

the other marked by contiguous cavity structures (i.e.,

‘cavity-type’), with both types being most easily dis-

cernible in their mid-infrared emission.

That brings us to the present paper, where we have

chosen to compare and contrast our previous observa-

tions of GH II regions to Sgr B and Sgr C, two regions

residing in the Milky Way’s Galactic Center. Sgr B

and Sgr C lie at 100 and 90 pc, respectively, from our

Galaxy’s supermassive black hole (Paper IV) and ex-

ist in an environment quite distinct from the GH II

regions farther out in the spirals arms of the Galactic

disk. Massive stars forming in GH II regions create

swift-moving shock and ionization fronts and produce

turbulence from powerful winds and outflows, leading

to their classification as “extreme star formation envi-

ronments”. However, the overall environmental condi-

tions in the Galaxy’s Central Molecular Zone (CMZ)

are even more extreme. Gas temperatures are high in

the CMZ (≳50K; Ao et al. 2013; Ginsburg et al. 2016)

as are thermal pressures (∼10−10 erg cm−3; Morris &

Serabyn 1996). With values measured ranging between

∼10µG to ≳1mG, the CMZ is pervaded with a stronger

magnetic field than the Galactic disk which is typically
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∼few µG (Mangilli et al. 2019; Ferrière 2009). With the

addition of tidal forces, shearing forces, crossing orbits

from material streams, and much higher overall levels

of turbulence in the CMZ, this means that stars form-

ing in these Galactic Center GH II regions experience

the most extreme conditions anywhere in the Galaxy.

These turbulent motions translate to large line widths

(i.e., σ) varying from 0.6 to 20 km/s over size scales of

0.2 to 2 pc (Mills et al. 2018), which may affect how we

can apply our evolutionary analyses which rely (in part)

on these values. Additionally, metallicity (Z⊙) is higher

in the CMZ by almost a factor of two (Henshaw et al.

2023; Balser et al. 2011) which affects a GH II region’s

electron temperature. Therefore, armed with the anal-

ysis tools and results from our prior work in this series

of papers, our goal in this paper is to investigate the

properties of the GH II regions in Sgr B and Sgr C and

compare and contrast them to the GH II regions we have

studied that exist out in the relatively calm backwaters

of our Galaxy.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

The SOFIA data used for this study were originally

taken as part of the SOFIA/FORCAST Galactic Center

Legacy Survey, and not taken as part of our GH II region

observing program. The details regarding the data ac-

quisition, reduction, and calibration are all described in

Hankins et al. (2020). However, the observational tech-

niques and data reduction processes employed on the

data were, for the most part, identical to those that we

have utilized in all of our GH II survey papers to date

(see, e.g., Paper I). That being said, we will highlight

below some of observation and reduction details specific

to these particular observations.

Data were taken with SOFIA’s FORCAST instru-

ment in its dual-channel mode, which utilizes an internal

dichroic to simultaneously observe at two mid-infrared

wavelengths at once. Unlike the majority of the obser-

vations of our GH II region survey, in which data were

taken simultaneously at 20 and 37µm, the Galactic Cen-

ter Legacy Survey used a setup that took simultaneous

data at 25 and 37µm. The slight wavelength difference

between 20 and 25µm should have no appreciable affect

on our analyses or our ability to compare and contrast

the results with the other GH II regions we have already

studied in our previous papers. The final FORCAST

Galactic Center Legacy maps were made by mosaick-

ing individual fields (or “pointings”) together. While

most fields in our GH II survey had typical exposure

times between 180 and 300s, the Galactic Center Legacy

data were typically deeper exposures, varying from 200

to 600s. The nominal spatial resolutions of the 25 and

37µm data are 2.6′′ and 3.4′′, respectively1. From Han-

kins et al. (2020) it is stated that the astrometry of the

final SOFIA mosaic of the entire Galactic Center is at

worst ∼2′′, which is slightly higher but similar than the

quoted astrometric accuracy of our previous GH II re-

gion studies (i.e., 1.5′′). The slightly higher error is due

to the large size of the FORCAST Galactic Center mo-

saic map, as astrometric errors tend to compound for

larger mosaics.

Our maps of Sgr B were cropped from the final FOR-

CAST Galactic Center Legacy maps from Hankins et al.

(2020). We had to apply a slight positive flux off-

set to the cropped images (15mJy/pixel at 25µm and

13mJy/pixel at 37µm) in order to avoid having multiple

areas with negative backgrounds. For Sgr C, additional

data of were taken as part of that SOFIA/FORCAST

Galactic Center Legacy Survey, but not incorporated

into the final published map. Therefore, for Sgr C, we

reduced the data ourselves to create the final image mo-

saics used in this study, again in a manner very similar to

that described in Paper I. Data for Sgr C were combined

using the last released public version of SOFIA Redux

software2. However, all FORCAST data presently in

the NASA/IPAC Infrared Science Archive (IRSA) were

reduced with a newer version of the software than this.

In particular, the last released public version does not

contain the latest calibration values (CALFCTR) cor-

rected for precipitable water vapor, so for Sgr C the val-

ues had to be updated based on CALFCTR values from

the header keywords in the data in the IRSA archive

from when the data was initially processed. All im-

ages were obtained by the FORCAST instrument by

employing the standard chop-nod observing technique

used in ground-based thermal infrared observing, with

chop throws of up to 5.75′ and nod throws of up to 7′

in order to be sufficiently large enough to sample clear

off-source sky regions uncontaminated by the extended

emission of Sgr C. The mid-infrared emitting area of

Sgr C was mapped using four pointings. Each of these

fields had an average on-source exposure time of between

240-400 s at both 25µm and 37µm. The SOFIA Data

Pipeline software produced the final mosaicked images

(Level 4 data products) from the individual pointings,

and these final mosaicked images are presented and used

here in this work. For Sgr C, these final mosaics also

had their astrometry absolutely calibrated using Spitzer

data by matching up the centroids of point sources in

1 From the FORCAST Handbook for Archive Users, available at
IRSA: https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/data/SOFIA/docs/instru-
ments/forcast/

2 https://sofia-usra.github.io/sofia redux/sofia redux/index.html
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Figure 1. A 4-color image of the central ∼10.′8×13.′0 (24.5×29.5 pc) region of Sgr B. Blue is the SOFIA-FORCAST 25µm
image, green is the SOFIA-FORCAST 37µm image, and red is the Herschel-PACS 70µm image. Overlaid in white is the
Spitzer-IRAC 8.0µm image, which traces the revealed stars within Sgr B, field stars, and hot dust. The green dashed circles
denote the locations and extent of the Sgr B1 and Sgr B2 H II radio continuum regions as reported in Downes et al. (1980).
The emission extending between Sgr B1 and B2 is called G0.6-0.0. The white dashed lines denote the areas covered buy the
SOFIA mid-infrared map.

common between the Spitzer and SOFIA data using

Aladin Sky Atlas3. Absolute astrometry of the final

Sgr C SOFIA data is assumed to be better than 1.′′5,

which is slightly better than the Sgr B astrometric ac-

curacy quoted above. Flux calibration for the Sgr C

data was provided by the SOFIA Data Cycle System

(DCS) pipeline and the final total photometric errors

in the images were derived using the same process de-

scribed in Paper I. It is assumed that the photometric

3 https://aladin.cds.unistra.fr

errors are the same for Sgr B and Sgr C, and these errors

are discussed more in Section 4.1.

In addition to the SOFIA data, we also utilize science-

ready imaging data from the Spitzer Space Telescope

and Herschel Space Telescope archives, which we will

discuss more in Section 4.1. For Sgr B, we also utilized

the 6 cm maps of Mehringer et al. (1992) and Mehringer

et al. (1995), and downloaded additional 6 cm and 20 cm

data from the Very Large Array (VLA) archive, with

19.0 and 2.9′′ spatial resolution, respectively. For Sgr C,

we used the 6 and 20 cm radio data, also from the VLA
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Figure 2. Sgr B image mosaic taken at 25µm by SOFIA shown in inverse color (i.e. brighter features are darker in color). The
locations of radio continuum sources are labeled with letters and are from Mehringer et al. (1992) and Mehringer et al. (1993b).
Sources labeled with numbers are the mid-infrared compact sources identified in this work. Extended infrared and/or radio
sources are encompassed by dotted lines and are labeled in bold. A dashed ellipse surrounds the region known as G0.6-0.0, and
Sgr B2 lies north and east of this region, and Sgr B1 lies to the south. The black dot in the lower left indicates the resolution
of the image at this wavelength.

archive, which has 4.5 and 11.0′′ spatial resolution, re-

spectively.

3. COMPARING SOFIA IMAGES TO PREVIOUS

IMAGING OBSERVATIONS

As we have done in previous papers in this series, be-

low we will review the (mainly qualitative) comparisons

between the SOFIA mid-infrared images and those from

prior infrared, radio, and/or submillimeter observations.

However, in these previous studies we also dedicated a

section that went into detail about each of the individual

sources and sub-regions with each GH II region, using

the new and old observations to try to gain a better

understanding of the nature of each individual source.

Most of those previous papers concentrated on a single

GH II region, and since we are covering three GH II re-

gions in this work, we will not cover each at that same

level of detail. Below we discuss the large scale compar-

isons of each region and forego much of the background

discussion of individual sources.

3.1. Sgr B

At radio wavelengths, Sgr B is second brightness re-

gion in the Galactic Center with only Sgr A being

brighter (Jones et al. 2011). Sgr B is composed of two

main sub-regions: Sgr B1 and Sgr B2 (see Figures 1,

2, and 3). The radio continuum emission from Sgr B1

mainly comes from diffuse H II emission from many large

and elongated bar-like and shell-like structures, though

it does contain a number of modestly bright compact
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Figure 3. Sgr B image mosaic taken at 37µm by SOFIA. See caption of Figure 2 for explanation of symbols and figure
annotation.

components. Sgr B2, by comparison, is dominated by

several dozens of compact H II regions (Gaume et al.

1995; Meng et al. 2022) with only a modest amount

of extended radio continuum emission linking them to-

gether. Mehringer et al. (1992) define a third region,

G0.6-0.0, which lies between the peaks of Sgr B1 and

Sgr B2 (Figures 1, 2, and 3), and displays components

with velocities (vlsr ∼ 55 km/s) between the average ve-

locities of Sgr B1 and Sgr B2 (∼45 and ∼65 km/s, re-

spectively; Downes et al. 1980). In reality, higher resolu-

tion observations, like those of Mehringer et al. (1992),

show that regions like Sgr B1 are made up of multiple

concentrations of molecular material with a wide range

of velocities (−40 to +80 km/s) which complicates the

interpretation. Given the fact that these velocity mea-

surements have similar values and/or have overlapping

velocity ranges, the claim by Mehringer et al. (1992)

that G0.6-0.0, Sgr B1, and Sgr B2 are all likely physi-

cally related is still valid.

It appears that there is much less extinction towards

Sgr B1 than Sgr B2, leading to speculations that Sgr B2

may be located just behind Sgr B1 (Bieging et al. 1980)

and/or that Sgr B1 is more evolved and has had time

to disperse much of its molecular material (Mehringer

et al. 1995). That said, there are more recent claims

that Sgr B1 is just behind Sgr B2 (Simpson et al. 2021;

Harris et al. 2021). Maser activity is thought to be

linked to star formation activity, and in agreement with

the idea that Sgr B2 is younger than Sgr B1, Sgr B2

harbors much more intense maser activity than Sgr B1

(Mehringer et al. 1993a).

Sgr B2 has more than twice the 6 cm radio continuum

flux of Sgr B1 (53.9 vs. 25.5 Jy; Downes et al. 1980)

and has a slightly larger emitting extent (4.5′ vs. 4.1′).

Interestingly, however, Sgr B1 is included in our list of
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Figure 4. The 6 cm radio continuum image from Mehringer et al. (1993a) with the SOFIA 25µm contours overlaid. Labels
indicate the Sgr B1 radio sources identified by and discussed in Mehringer et al. (1992), except for the source marked 3, which is
a prominent infrared source with no detectable cm radio emission. The red circles denote the locations of the three Wolf-Rayet
stars, and the red square denotes the location of the O supergiant, which were identified by Mauerhan et al. (2010). The dark
lines around the 25µm contours show the field covered by the SOFIA data.

bonafide GH II regions (Paper IV) while Sgr B2 is not.

This is because our list is a refinement of the compila-

tion of GH II regions made by Conti & Crowther (2004),

which cross-correlated the all-sky radio continuum sur-

veys of Kuchar & Clark (1997) with MSX mid-infrared

imaging data at 12 and 22µm (as well as IRAS data

at 25, 60, and 100µm). Though Sgr B2 is included as

a bright radio continuum source in both the Kuchar &

Clark (1997) and Downes et al. (1980) radio surveys, it

did not make the cut in the Conti & Crowther (2004)

compilation of GH II regions. The reason why Sgr B2

specifically was not in their final source list was not re-

ported by Conti & Crowther (2004), though it was likely

due to Sgr B2’s lack of strong and extended infrared

emission. In fact, at 22µm in the MSX images, Sgr B2

is not discernible as an extended infrared region and the

total infrared flux of the few detectable sources (510 Jy)

within its radio emitting region is 7× fainter than the

total infrared flux of Sgr B1 (3550 Jy) within its smaller

radio emitting region. However, based upon the radio

flux of Sgr B2 alone, we calculate that the Lyman contin-

uum photon rate would be log(NLyC) =51.04±0.22 s−1,

which would make it tied with G338.398+0.164 (see Pa-

per IV) as the sixth most powerful GH II region in the

Galaxy (Sgr B1 at log(NLyC) =50.87 s−1 is twelfth).

As we will touch on below (and discuss in more detail

in Section 4.2.2), we believe that Sgr B2 is likely to be

a genuine GH II region, and so we will study it in the

same depth as Sgr B1 and Sgr C.

3.1.1. Sgr B1

Reid et al. (2009) determined the distance to the

Sgr B cloud using trigonometric parallax observations

of masers, finding a value of 7.8+0.8
−0.7 kpc. Though this

distance was actually measured toward Sgr B2 specifi-

cally, Sgr B1 and Sgr B2 are believed to be physically

related (Mehringer et al. 1992; Simpson et al. 2021) since

they have similar vlsr velocity ranges, and thus it is as-

sumed here that the maser distance applies to Sgr B1 as

well.

Mehringer et al. (1992) made some of the first high-

resolution (∼ 3 − 6′′) radio continuum observations of

Sgr B1 at 3.6 and 6 cm. Their observations reveal

that the radio morphology of Sgr B1 is quite complex

and they identify several elongated and/or ridge-like fea-
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Figure 5. Sgr B region at a) 37µm, b) 160µm (with 37µm contours), and c) 500µm. The morphology of Sgr B appears very
similar to the 37µm image for wavelengths from 8 to 70µm. The morphology is also very similar from 160-500µm, but very
different than the morphology from 8 to 70µm. Most of the emitting regions seen at 37µm appear to be devoid of cold dust
at 160-500µm, except for the central region of Sgr B2. In particular, the entire Sgr B1 GH II region appears to have no 37µm
emission source or feature that is also emitting at 160µm or longer.

tures, including those they labeled as Ridge 14 and 2,

the Ionized Bar, and Ionized Rim (see Figure 4). Apart

from these large ridge/rims structures, the radio regions

E and I appear to be ionized partial shells with diam-

eters of 0.55 and 1.4 pc, respectively. Mehringer et al.

(1992) also point out several compact sources or bright

peaks, like A, C, D, and H. Interspersed among these

larger structures and compact sources is considerable

diffuse, extended radio continuum emission. Mehringer

et al. (1992) claim that roughly 75% of the radio flux

density in Sgr B1 comes from the diffuse and extended

emission.

As can be seen in Figure 4, the extended radio contin-

uum emission and the extended mid-infrared continuum

emission as seen by SOFIA are fairly well-matched, with

some minor differences. A couple of the peaks in the ra-

dio do not match the peaks seen in the mid-infrared

SOFIA data (i.e., sources G and I) and no radio emis-

sion is seen at the location of the prominent mid-infrared

source Sgr B1 3 (Figure 4). The morphological similar-

ities between radio and infrared emission also extends

to the IRAC 5.8 and 8.0µm imaging data (whereas the

emission from Sgr B1 in the IRAC 3.6 and 4.5µm im-

ages is highly extinguished and this area of sky instead

appears to be dominated by field stars).

While this correspondence between the radio contin-

uum emission and the mid-infrared is in good agree-

ment, Simpson et al. (2021) point out that Sgr B1 is

4 Ridge 1 is not covered by our SOFIA maps, and is a weaker radio
continuum feature that lies ∼1.2′ west of radio source C.

“barely noticeable in molecular gas tracers or very cold

dust”. They also observed that the warm dust emission

(as traced by IRAC, SOFIA, and even Herschel 70µm

data) does not seem to be associated with molecular line

emission, and therefore Sgr B1 may lack a parent molec-

ular cloud. In particular, they point out that many of

the the bright rims and bars within Sgr B1 are not cor-

related with high-density gas tracers. They therefore

deduce that the infrared and radio structures are not

tracing dense and optically thick volumes of material,

but instead they are likely to appear bright because of a

large amount of optically thin material spread out along

the line of sight. Consistent with this idea, when look-

ing at the Herschel 160 − 500µm data (Figure 5), we

see that there are no sources/structures corresponding

to those seen in the radio and at wavelengths ≤70µm.

The 800µm maps for Sgr B1 and B2 by Lis & Carlstrom

(1994) are also similar to the Herschel 160−500µm data

and show that, while Sgr B2 has copious submillimeter

continuum, Sgr B1 is largely absent in the map. Fur-

thermore, the 13CO maps by Sofue (2024) paint the pic-

ture of Sgr B1 existing within the center of a bubble of

molecular material.

That being said, Sgr B1 is not completely devoid of

molecular gas, as there are still modest levels present to

discern something of its molecular nature. For instance,

Mehringer et al. (1995) say that though it appears much

of the molecular gas in Sgr B1 appears to have dispersed,

their observations of formaldehyde in absorption show

that some of the ionized material on the eastern side of

Sgr B1 is more distant than that on the western side.
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Figure 6. The 20 cm radio continuum image from Mehringer et al. (1993b) with the SOFIA 37µm contours overlaid. Labels
indicate the Sgr B2 radio sources identified by and discussed in Mehringer et al. (1993b). The dark lines around the 37µm
contours show the field covered by the SOFIA data. The dotted region is Sgr B2 Main, which itself is broken up into many
smaller radio sources, but all of which are either unresolved or undetected in the SOFIA data. The region designated G0.6-0.0
is encompassed in the dashed area of the lower right of the image. The red circles denote the locations of the Wolf-Rayet star
in G0.6-0.0, and the red square denotes the location of the O supergiant in Sgr B2, both taken from Clark et al. (2021).

3.1.2. Sgr B2

There is some minor uncertainty about the distance
to Sgr B2. As stated above, we adopted the value of

7.8+0.8
−0.7 kpc which comes from the maser parallax and

proper motion studies of Reid et al. (2009). In that

work they also claim that Sgr B2 is ∼130 pc closer to

Earth than Sgr A*. This result is consistent with other

more recent studies that also place Sgr B2 in front of

Sgr A* (Kruijssen et al. 2015; Ridley et al. 2017). How-

ever, Oka & Geballe (2022) claim that Sgr B2 lies∼90 pc

further way than Sgr A* based upon spectroscopic mea-

surements. As these differences are all within the margin

of error of the trigonometric parallax observations, and

since these relatively small distance differences do not

considerably change the assessments we are making in

this study, we will use the 7.8 kpc value here.

The first high-angular resolution radio continuum

maps (<1′′) produced of the Sgr B2 region were from

Benson & Johnston (1984), who observed the region at

2 and 6 cm. They identified the radio sources A−L, and

were able to resolve Sgr B2 Main into multiple compact

radio components for the first time. This work and the

later work of Gaume & Claussen (1990) established the

radio emission in Sgr B2 as coming from many compact

H II regions. Most recently, Meng et al. (2022), using

sub-arcsecond 5 cm imaging, find 54 ultracompact H II

regions in the central 4′×4′ of Sgr B2. In the central 2 pc

of Sgr B2 there are two well-known and well-studied hot

cores, Sgr B2 Main and Sgr B2 K (a.k.a. Sgr B2 North

in more recent studies), which Meng et al. (2022) claim

contain at least 70 high-mass stars with spectral types

from B0−O5. These two cores are embedded in a larger

molecular clump ∼40 pc in diameter that contains 99%

of the mass of Sgr B2. Indeed, the first ∼1′ observations

at far-infrared to millimeter wavelengths (50 and 100µm

from Harvey et al. 1977 and Gatley et al. 1978; 1mm

from Westbrook et al. 1976), as well as molecular lines

(13CO from Scoville et al. 1975) show a similarly-shaped

north-south elongated clump present here centered near
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Figure 7. A 4-color image of the central ∼10.′4×10.′1 (25.3×24.5 pc) region of Sgr C. Blue is the SOFIA-FORCAST 25µm
image, green is the SOFIA-FORCAST 37µm image, and red is the Herschel-PACS 70µm image. Overlaid in white is the
Spitzer-IRAC 8.0µm image, which traces the revealed stars within Sgr C, field stars, and hot dust. The green dashed circle
denotes the location and extent of the H II radio continuum region as reported in Downes et al. (1980). The emission extending
to the southwest of Sgr C we refer to as G359.38-0.08. The white dashed lines denote the areas covered buy the SOFIA mid-
infrared map.

the position of Sgr B2 Main. Recently, at 3mm using

ALMA with ∼0.5′′ resolution, Ginsburg et al. (2018)

identified 271 compact cores across Sgr B2. Though

Meng et al. (2022) claim that there is no direct evidence

of the existence of high-mass stars embedded in these

3mm cores, we do find two of them to coincident with

SOFIA mid-infrared sources (Sgr B2 4 and Sgr B2 5).

However, as pointed out by Meng et al. (2022), the rea-

son for such a low detection rate in the infrared may be

the high levels of extinction present.

In Figure 6, we present the 20 cm radio continuum

image from Mehringer et al. (1993b) with the SOFIA

37µm contours overlaid. Like the case for Sgr B1, we

see that there is generally good morphological agree-

ment between the two wavelengths, however there are

several exceptions. Extinction appears to be extremely

high to the west of Sgr B2 Main and we do not see

mid-infrared emission from prominent radio sources like

K, U, W, Y, and Z. We also see that the diffuse ra-

dio continuum emission region south of AA (referred to

as Sgr B2 Deep South, or DS, in recent studies; e.g.,

Ginsburg et al. 2018) is not present in the mid-infrared,

and the diffuse mid-infrared region east of it has no ra-

dio continuum emission. A possible factor contribut-

ing to the non-detection of mid-infrared emission from

Sgr B2 DS is that Meng et al. (2019) show the region

to have wide-spread and diffuse non-thermal radio emis-

sion, which Padovani et al. (2019) claim may be due to

thermal electrons getting accelerated up to relativistic

energies within the H II region. Modest radio contin-

uum emission is present at the locations of Sgr B2 Ext1

and mid-infrared source Sgr B2 17. Sgr B2 V also looks

similar at both wavelengths, however as pointed out by

Mehringer et al. (1995), it exhibits a significantly higher

velocity (+99 km/s) compared to the 55−80 km/s veloc-

ities observed in the rest of Sgr B2, suggesting that it is

likely not directly associated with the region.
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Figure 8. Sgr C image mosaic taken at 25µm by SOFIA shown in inverse color (i.e. brighter features are darker in color). We
break up the region into several subregions: Sgr C (whose bounds are shown by the dashed ellipse), G359.42-0.02 to the west,
G359.38-0.08 to the southwest, and G359.50-0.09 to the northeast. The dotted circles denote the apertures used to measure
the extended Sgr C H II and G359.38-0.08 H II emission regions. The black dot in the lower left indicates the resolution of the
image at this wavelength.

At 160 − 500µm, the region centered approximately

on Sgr B2 Main and having a radius of 1.′5 appears very

similar to the radio (and mid-infrared) morphologically.

At wavelengths of 350µm and longer, the radio region

south of AA, Sgr B2 DS, begins to appear as well. This

colder material running north-south at this location is

designated as an infrared dark cloud (IRDC) by Yusef-

Zadeh et al. (2024). It runs through the region occupied

by the diffuse radio region south of AA and runs north,

passing to the west of Sgr B2 Main. This extended

cold dust structure is also see in the 1.3mm observa-

tions of Lis et al. (1991), which displays two prominent

peaks near Sgr B2 K and Sgr B2 Main with emission

extending ∼1.′3 north of K, and ∼3.′3 south of Main. At

160 − 500µm, there is no apparent emission from mid-

infrared regions Sgr B2 Ext1 and Sgr B2 Ext2, signify-

ing that these sources lack cold dust and possibly dense

molecular material (analogous to most of Sgr B1).

In the Spitzer IRAC data, at 8µm, we see evidence

of the IRDC (due to the lack of emission), and the

majority of what is visible at this wavelength is from

scattered diffuse emission and sources east of the IRDC

location. That being said, some emission is seen com-

ing from Sgr B2 Main, as well as H, BB, O, P, and

R. Most of the sources seen at SOFIA wavelengths (in-

cluding Sgr B2 Main) have emission components at the
shorter 3.6 and 4.5µm wavelengths, signifying either a

steep change in extinction across the Sgr B2 region from

west to east or that these sources lie just in front of the

IRDC. Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2009) further points out that

Sgr B2 has the highest density of sources in the Galac-

tic center with excess emission in the IRAC 4.5µm band

(a.k.a., extended green object, or EGO, emission), and

this emission tends to be directly associated with high

mass star formation (Cyganowski et al. 2011; De Buizer

& Vacca 2010).

3.2. Sgr C

There are three main components to Sgr C: a ∼10 pc

H II region, an infrared dark cloud, and a prominent

non-thermal radio filament. As pointed out by Kendrew

et al. (2013), Sgr C is the only known star-forming region
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Figure 9. Sgr C image mosaic taken at 37µm by SOFIA. See caption of Figure 8 for explanation of symbols and figure
annotation.

in the western CMZ. Nonetheless, there are relatively

few studies dedicated to Sgr C at any wavelength. Save a

few studies concentrating on radio emission from Sgr C,

most data that cover Sgr C are included in studies of

the entire CMZ of the Galactic center.

Sgr C was first mapped in the infrared at 100µm by

Hoffmann et al. (1971) at 6′ resolution, and then iden-

tified as an H II region at 3 an 6 cm radio continuum

with ≲1.3′ resolution by Downes et al. (1979). Much

higher spatial resolution radio continuum observations

of Sgr C were made by Liszt & Spiker (1995), at 18.5 cm

with ∼5′′ resolution, resolving the structure of the H II

region and its nearby ionized environment.

In the infrared, Gatley et al. (1978) imaged Sgr C at

30, 50, and 100µm, and showed that the emission peaks

at wavelengths shorter than 100µm. This was later con-

firmed by ISO spectra (Peeters et al. 2002) which showed

a peak in brightness for Sgr C at ∼50µm, falling dras-

tically to relatively small flux values by 150µm. Ex-

tremely low-resolution (4′) images of the entire CMZ

were obtained using the IRAS Satellite at 12, 25, 60,

and 100µm (Gautier et al. 1984; Cox & Laureijs 1989)

where Sgr C can clearly be seen at all wavelengths, and

Little & Price (1985) obtained at 25 and 27µm obser-

vations of Sgr C using rocket-borne instruments with

∼ 3.5′ resolution. The first sub-arcminute infrared im-

ages of Sgr C were the MSX data presented in Conti

& Crowther (2004). Spitzer images with ∼ 3′′ reso-

lutions have been presented of Sgr C, again in images

showing the whole of the CMZ, e.g., by Yusef-Zadeh

et al. (2009) and Koepferl et al. (2015), in which it is

hard to see details. Very recently, Crowe et al. (2024)

have published James Webb Space Telescope (JWST)

NIRCam observations of Sgr C, creating sub-arcsecond

images from 1-5µm that cover most, but not all of the

GH II region. In a contemporaneous companion paper,

Bally et al. (2024) present JWST-NIRCam Br α im-

ages, that show exquisite detail within the large (r ∼ 1′)

Sgr C H II region and show that it is pervaded with

filamentary structures. In our SOFIA 25 and 37µm

images at ∼3′′ resolution (Figures 7, 8, and 9) we see

the dominant emission is from the Sgr C H II region,

which appears clumpy in our images. The overall mor-

phology and size of the Sgr C H II region appears very

similar to the cm radio continuum emission (Figure 10),

conspicuously bending around but avoiding the location

of the IRDC. Several fainter infrared sources lie spread

through the rest of our SOFIA field, including in a re-
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Figure 10. The 20 cm radio continuum image over overlaid with SOFIA 25µm contours. The two ultra-compact H II regions
from Forster & Caswell (2000), are labeled, as well as the locations of some non-thermal filaments. The red circles denote the
locations of Wolf-Rayet stars from Clark et al. (2021).

gion ∼3.5′ south of the Sgr C H II region which we call

G359.38-0.08, another region ∼4.0′ to the west which we

call G359.42-0.02, and yet another region ∼4.2′ to the

northeast which we call G359.50-0.09 (Figures 7, 8, and

9).

Lis et al. (1991) observed Sgr C at 1.3 and 0.8mm

with 0.5′ resolution, and were likely the first to isolate

and resolve the IRDC component. This IRDC is also the

dominant feature in the 350µm observations of Staguhn

et al. (2004). The location of the H II region, how-

ever, appears to be devoid of cold dust traced by these

wavelengths, in agreement with the conclusions of Gat-

ley et al. (1978) who, and based upon the low measured

far-infrared optical depths, claimed that the Sgr C H II

region is not embedded in a dense molecular cloud. This

is further backed by a host of molecular line data, like CS

(Kramer et al. 1998; Jones et al. 2013) and 13CO (Liszt

& Spiker 1995). Like Sgr B1, when we look at Herschel

imaging data tracing the location of cold dust, we once

again see that the the mid-infrared and radio emitting

regions lie in far-infrared emission voids at wavelengths

≳160µm (Figures 11).

The vast majority of the present star formation ap-

pears to be going on in or near the IRDC (Figures 8, 9,

and 11). The IRDC is shaped like a finger which pro-

trudes into the side of the H II region from the east.

Kendrew et al. (2013) speculate that the enhanced star

formation at this specific location in the IRDC may be

due to it being close to the interface of a cloud-cloud

collision or feedback from the H II region. The western

tip of the IRDC is rich in tracers of present star for-

mation. The sub-arcsecond radio continuum observa-

tions of Forster & Caswell (2000) were the first to find a

UCH II region here (G359.436-0.102, see Figure 10) coin-

cident with H2O maser emission, and nearby OH masers

(to within ∼ 3′′). Additional intense maser activity has

been found by others, including Lu et al. (2019a), who

find CH3OH and H2CO masers here. They argue that

H2CO masers are thought to trace a very short period

in high mass star formation, and the occurrence of these

masers in Sgr C means there is an ongoing burst of star

formation. They further state that Sgr C is one of the

most maser-rich sites in the entire Galaxy. Additionally,

the tip of this IRDC is now known to house as many

as 19 millimeter cores (Kendrew et al. 2013; Lu et al.

2019a) and several UCH II regions (Lu et al. 2019b).

Lu et al. (2020, 2021) also found multiple mm cores and

molecular outflows from sources throughout the IRDC
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Figure 11. Sgr C region at a) 37µm, b) 160µm (with 37µm contours), and c) 500µm. The morphology of Sgr C appears very
similar to the 37µm image for wavelengths from 8 to 70µm. The morphology is also very similar from 160-500µm, but very
different than the morphology from 8 to 70µm. Most of the emitting regions seen at 37µm appear to be devoid of cold dust at
160-500µm, except for the IRDC finger protruding into the H II region from the east.

using data obtained with ALMA. Furthermore, Yusef-

Zadeh et al. (2009) showed with IRAC data that there

was 4.5µm EGO emission at the location of the stars

forming in the tip of the IRDC. Again, this EGO emis-

sion is thought to be a tracer of predominantly massive

star formation, and Crowe et al. (2024) interpret this

entire region as a blue-shift outflow lobe. In our SOFIA

data, this IRDC appears as a bright region in the re-

verse intensity of Figures 8 and 9, and we clearly detect

several of the UCH II regions present in the tip of the

IRDC.

Despite all of the evidence for star formation occur-

ring in Sgr C, the present generation of star formation

is predominantly confined to the IRDC. Consequently,

Kendrew et al. (2013) claim that, when looking at the

whole Sgr C region, it appears to be relatively inac-

tive compared to Galactic disk molecular clouds that ex-

hibit similar physical conditions. However, Yusef-Zadeh

et al. (2009) found several point sources throughout the

Sgr C region using Spitzer-MIPS 24µm imaging data,

and claimed that they were YSO candidates. Based

upon their infrared spectra, several of these sources were

later ruled out as YSOs by An et al. (2011), and Koepferl

et al. (2015) showed that many could be main sequence

stars in a high extinction environment. Further analysis

by Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2022) found four YSOs in Sgr C,

however two are only seen in Spitzer-IRAC data (i.e.,

not in MIPS 24µm), and all four lie off our covered

SOFIA field. We find several sources that are MYSO

candidates in the SOFIA data in and around the Sgr C

H II region, which we will discuss further in Section

4, as well as others in G359.38-0.08, G359.42-0.02, and

G359.50-0.09, which are presented in Appendix C.

Unsurprisingly, the majority of the prominent non-

thermal radio filament does not radiate emission at any

infrared wavelength we studied. The exception may be

Sgr C 6 and Sgr C 15 (and perhaps also Sgr C 16) just

north of the Sgr C H II region and some faint extended

emission in between them (see Figure 10), which appear

coincident with the location of the non-thermal filament.

Since detectable infrared emission is not expected from

non-thermal radio filaments, these two infrared sources

and/or the extended faint emission seen at 25 and 37µm,

may be indicating an interaction between the filament

and the H II region.

Unfortunately, unlike Sgr B2, we do not have any

parallactic or other high-precision distance measure-

ments directly of Sgr C. As pointed out by Kendrew

et al. (2013), the vlsr of Sgr C is very similar to those

of sources in the Near 3 kpc Arm at a distance of

∼5.5 kpc, which complicates kinematic interpretations

of its distance. That being said, measured vlsr val-

ues, like those (−60.0 ± 1.0 km/s from the measured

H109α+H110α transitions) of Caswell & Haynes (1987)

yield tangent point kinematic distances of 8.34+0.15
−0.17 kpc

(Paper IV). Historically, Sgr C has been assumed to be

at the same distance as Sgr A∗, and interestingly, the

distance to Sgr C just quoted agrees with more rigor-

ous calculations of the distance to the Galactic Center

of Ro = 8.34± 0.16 kpc by Reid et al. (2014). We adopt

the 8.34 kpc value here for Sgr C.
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Table 1. SOFIA Observational Parameters of Sources in Sgr B1

25µm 37µm

Source R.A. Decl. Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg Aliases

(J2000) (J2000) (′′) (Jy) (Jy) (′′) (Jy) (Jy)

Compact Sources

Sgr B1 A 17 46 53.28 -28 32 00.5 6.1 30.9 25.2 6.1 59.9 46.1 SSTGC726327†

Sgr B1 C 17 46 54.36 -28 32 38.8 8.4 26.1 15.3 9.2 46.1 27.1

Sgr B1 D 17 46 57.04 -28 33 45.6 10.0 106 87.8 10.7 190 131

Sgr B1 1 17 47 01.09 -28 31 15.7 10.0 126 75.9 10.0 236 126

Sgr B1 2 17 47 04.56 -28 33 55.3 8.4 13.8 4.77 9.2 40.0 13.6

Sgr B1 F 17 47 04.63 -28 29 46.2 6.9 7.22 5.99 9.2 28.8 15.8

Sgr B1 G 17 47 06.04 -28 31 04.8 8.4 41.3 18.6 8.4 103 41.3

Sgr B1 H 17 47 07.53 -28 28 42.6 9.2 21.3 11.4 10.0 47.2 28.9 SSTGC760679†

Sgr B1 3 17 47 08.88 -28 29 55.5 6.1 33.5 28.4 7.7 55.0 41.7 OH 0.548-0.059∗

Sgr B1 4 17 47 11.65 -28 32 00.6 7.7 25.7 5.87 7.7 62.2 16.8

Sgr B1 5 17 47 11.82 -28 31 37.6 6.1 36.9 7.05 6.1 68.0 13.0

Sgr B1 6 17 47 12.34 -28 31 42.9 6.1 33.8 17.4 6.1 73.3 34.3

Sgr B1 7 17 47 12.81 -28 31 36.0 6.1 47.1 10.2 6.1 75.5 14.6

Sgr B1 8 17 47 12.87 -28 32 06.7 7.7 21.6 3.57 7.7 48.2 3.81 SSTGC772981†

Sgr B1 9 17 47 14.26 -28 31 10.6 6.1 24.4 4.73 6.9 57.1 12.1

Sgr B1 10 17 47 14.65 -28 30 00.7 11.5 42.6 20.7 12.3 84.1 32.5

Sgr B1 11 17 47 14.74 -28 32 09.7 10.0 33.6 8.50 10.7 68.3 15.2

Sgr B1 12 17 47 17.25 -28 32 21.1 11.5 48.6 33.7 11.5 58.5 48.3 SSTGC782872†

Extended Sources

Ionized Bar 17 46 57.59 -28 31 07.4 143x40 801 582 143x40 1950 1850

Ionized Rim 17 46 59.72 -28 32 27.6 64x114 1190 908 64x114 3000 2880

Sgr B1 Ext1 17 47 01.23 -28 31 14.8 26.0 476 394 26.0 1070 1030

Sgr B1 E 17 47 04.28 -28 33 22.9 23.0 435 362 23.0 822 723

Sgr B1 I 17 47 12.39 -28 31 22.9 35.0 1100 938 35.0 1920 1780

Sgr B1 J 17 47 12.75 -28 30 10.0 28x80 283 207 28x80 505 410

† From An et al. (2011).

∗Known AGB (OH/IR) star; see Shiki et al. (1997)

4. DATA ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

As we have done in our other papers in this survey, we

classify the infrared emission sources within the GH II

regions of our survey into two groups: compact sources

and extended sub-regions. The compact sources are be-

lieved to be star-forming cores (typically ≲ 0.3 pc in

size), while the extended sub-regions are thought to be

larger star-forming molecular clumps. As we have done

previously for the compact sources, we will fit SED mod-

els to their multi-wavelength photometry to estimate

their physical properties and identify potential MYSOs.

For the extended sub-regions, our ability to follow

what we have done in our previous papers breaks down.

Previously, we have assessed the evolutionary state of

each sub-region by measuring both their luminosity-to-

dust mass (L/M) ratio (derived from the infrared SEDs

of the radio/mid-infrared sub-regions), as well as the

virial parameter of their gas components from 13CO

data. However, as we have mentioned briefly in the dis-

cussion of Sgr B1 and Sgr C in Section 3, while the cm

radio continuum and infrared at wavelengths <160µm

match in morphology, none of these features appear to

have cold dust (250-500µm) or definitive molecular CO

components. For these reasons, we cannot apply the

same L/M and virial analyses to these GH II regions.

In our previous papers, extended sources had their 3-

160µm photometry reported along with the descriptions

of their evolutionary analyses, however in this paper,

since we will not be performing those analyses, we chose

to list the extended source photometry at these wave-

lengths in the same tables as the compact sources (i.e.,

Tables 1 - 3). We will discuss this lack of correspon-

dence between the hot and ionized component versus the

cold and molecular component in these Galactic Center

GH II regions and the ramifications in Sections 4.2.1 and

4.2.2.

4.1. Physical Properties of Compact Sources: SED

Model Fitting and Determining MYSO Candidates

We define a compact source as one that exhibits

a distinct peak which remains consistent in location
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Table 2. SOFIA Observational Parameters of Sources in Sgr B2

25µm 37µm

Source R.A. Decl. Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg Aliases

(J2000) (J2000) (′′) (Jy) (Jy) (′′) (Jy) (Jy)

Compact Sources

Sgr B2 1 17 47 12.42 -28 24 15.2 6.1 4.28 0.532 6.1 5.06 2.85 SSTGC772151†

Sgr B2 2 17 47 17.65 -28 24 01.9 6.9 3.45 0.903 7.7 6.01 4.65

Sgr B2 3 17 47 18.53 -28 24 23.4 10.0 9.47 1.37 10.0 12.0 7.94 SSTGC784931‡

Sgr B2 AA 17 47 19.53 -28 24 39.5 6.9 5.77 2.76 7.7 11.9 11.3 SSTGC787884‡

Sgr B2 4 17 47 19.72 -28 22 18.2 6.1 <0.58 UD 8.4 19.3 11.9

Sgr B2 H 17 47 20.38 -28 23 42.6 8.4 40.3 35.0 9.2 254 232 South, S

Sgr B2 5 17 47 20.62 -28 23 53.3 5.4 4.28 2.30 5.4 13.3 7.10 SSTGC790317†

Sgr B2 6 17 47 21.97 -28 24 37.1 6.1 2.81 0.497 6.1 1.14 1.02 SSTGC793536‡

Sgr B2 BB 17 47 22.17 -28 22 18.9 10.0 11.4 10.7 11.5 56.0 39.3 SSTGC793867‡

Sgr B2 L 17 47 22.45 -28 21 55.8 7.7 3.40 2.62 7.7 14.4 14.3

Sgr B2 7 17 47 22.78 -28 25 37.0 5.4 2.38 0.569 6.1 3.13 2.46 SSTGC795418‡

Sgr B2 O 17 47 22.93 -28 22 48.0 8.4 6.53 4.40 10.0 49.2 27.8

Sgr B2 8 17 47 23.18 -28 23 54.8 6.1 4.29 1.82 8.4 15.2 9.34 SSTGC796410‡

Sgr B2 9 17 47 23.57 -28 22 33.4 6.9 1.97 1.44 6.1 7.50 2.92 SSTGC797252‡

Sgr B2 P 17 47 23.70 -28 23 35.6 8.4 16.8 11.6 9.2 44.8 35.1 SSTGC797384†

Sgr B2 R 17 47 26.12 -28 22 04.9 11.5 47.3 38.6 12.3 132 111 SSTGC803187†

Sgr B2 10 17 47 26.57 -28 24 45.3 10.0 24.8 9.88 11.5 48.8 14.9 SSTGC803471†

Sgr B2 11 17 47 27.14 -28 27 27.4 7.7 10.7 3.85 11.5 17.9 12.3 SSTGC805200‡

Sgr B2 12 17 47 27.58 -28 25 47.5 10.7 33.3 8.13 10.7 67.1 24.1

Sgr B2 13 17 47 27.64 -28 26 29.0 6.9 9.01 2.04 7.7 16.3 5.80 SSTGC806191‡,†

Sgr B2 14 17 47 27.98 -28 22 00.9 10.7 25.4 12.7 12.3 72.3 30.7

Sgr B2 15 17 47 28.45 -28 25 56.7 5.4 8.09 1.00 5.4 15.4 1.81

Sgr B2 16 17 47 31.08 -28 26 41.9 8.4 10.5 4.59 11.5 31.1 21.4

Sgr B2 17 17 47 34.06 -28 27 17.8 10.0 25.7 11.2 11.5 59.6 33.9

Extended Sources

Sgr B2 V 17 47 13.18 -28 24 42.1 27.0 177 118 27.0 390 353

Sgr B2 Main 17 47 20.43 -28 23 01.9 27.0 139 95.4 27.0 1330 1200 M

Sgr B2 Ext1 17 47 29.89 -28 26 05.1 28x50 112 69.0 28x50 269 253

Sgr B2 Ext2 17 47 34.52 -28 26 50.9 19.0 124 85.5 19.0 200 160

Note—UD means the source is not undetected, and the 5σ upper limit on a detection is given. For this source, the Fint

value is used as an upper limit in the SED modeling.

† From An et al. (2011).

‡ From Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2009).

across different wavelengths and is detected at multi-

ple wavelengths. Therefore, compact source candidates

are first identified as resolved sources or peaks in the

SOFIA data, and then cross-referenced with Spitzer-

IRAC, Herschel-PACS, and cm radio data to check for

spatial coincidences. We define compact sources as hav-

ing physical sizes less than ∼0.4 pc, consistent with the

typical size of molecular cores, around 0.1 pc (e.g., Zin-

necker & Yorke 2007). We identified 53 compact infrared

sources in SOFIA-mapped area containing Sgr B, 18 of

which are associated with the Sgr B1 GH II region and

24 with Sgr B2. In the Sgr C GH II region we find 47

compact infrared sources, with 19 being associated di-

rectly with the Sgr C GH II region. Tables 1 - 3, for

Sgr B1, Sgr B2, and Sgr C respectively, provide details

on the compact source positions, radii used for aperture

photometry, and background-subtracted flux densities

measured at both SOFIA wavelengths (similar informa-

tion is provided for all other compact sources on the

SOFIA fields in Appendix C). We used the same optimal

extraction technique as used in our previous studies (see

Paper I), to determine the best aperture for photometry,

and similarly performed background subtraction using

background statistics from an annulus outside the op-

timal extraction radius having the least environmental

contamination.

We conducted additional aperture photometry for all

compact sources using archival Spitzer-IRAC data at

3.6, 4.5, 5.8, and 8.0µm, as well as Herschel-PACS data

at 70 and 160µm. We applied the same optimal extrac-
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Table 3. SOFIA Observational Parameters of Sources in Sgr C

25µm 37µm

Source R.A. Decl. Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg Aliases

(J2000) (J2000) (′′) (Jy) (Jy) (′′) (Jy) (Jy)

Compact Sources

Sgr C 1 17 44 31.39 -29 27 39.1 7.7 6.61 3.50 10.0 25.8 14.2 SSTGC343554‡,†

Sgr C 2 17 44 33.15 -29 26 59.2 12.3 38.5 25.5 14.6 85.7 49.0 SSTGC348392†

Sgr C 3 17 44 33.39 -29 29 00.6 9.2 14.9 7.53 9.2 40.4 12.2

Sgr C 4 17 44 34.15 -29 27 36.1 3.8 3.64 0.498 3.8 11.0 1.42

Sgr C 5 17 44 34.15 -29 28 32.9 10.7 40.4 20.5 11.5 155 47.7

Sgr C 6 17 44 34.56 -29 26 07.8 8.4 8.80 5.44 8.4 20.6 12.2 SSTGC351441‡

Sgr C 7 17 44 35.86 -29 27 44.5 9.2 60.9 7.94 9.2 159 20.9 SSTGC354683†

Sgr C 8 17 44 36.50 -29 28 06.8 9.2 88.7 53.6 9.2 194 96.2

Sgr C 9 17 44 36.74 -29 25 22.4 4.6 1.29 0.482 5.4 4.61 1.35

Sgr C 10 17 44 37.79 -29 25 44.7 8.4 10.8 5.86 8.4 28.0 8.72 SSTGC360055†

Sgr C 11 17 44 38.33 -29 29 12.8 6.1 8.49 6.32 6.1 19.9 10.1 G359.42a

Sgr C 12 17 44 38.97 -29 27 29.9 8.4 47.4 20.3 7.7 91.4 39.9

Sgr C 13 17 44 39.74 -29 28 27.5 3.1 2.93 0.220 3.1 7.77 0.380

Sgr C 14 17 44 40.03 -29 28 22.9 3.1 2.90 1.29 3.1 7.18 1.72

Sgr C H3 17 44 40.21 -29 28 14.5 5.4 18.7 15.8 5.4 62.8 52.4 G359.44a

Sgr C H4 17 44 40.56 -29 28 15.2 3.1 2.38 1.99 3.1 12.0 9.45 G359.44b, C103

Sgr C H1 17 44 41.09 -29 27 56.0 4.6 2.02 1.67 3.8 4.29 3.72 C102

Sgr C 15 17 44 42.73 -29 26 37.7 9.2 11.9 5.55 10.0 46.4 12.3

Sgr C 16 17 44 43.62 -29 26 18.5 7.7 4.24 1.01 9.2 29.0 10.1

Extended Sources

Sgr C HII 17 44 36.45 -29 27 59.7 83.6 1630 1440 83.6 4570 4540

aSource names and aliases: H names are the compact H II regions found at 1.3 cm from Lu et al. (2019b); C names
from C-band (6 cm) detections from Lu et al. (2019a); and G names are from the shortened galactic coordinate
labels given by Crowe et al. (2024).

† From An et al. (2011).

‡ From Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2009).

tion technique to these data as we did to the SOFIA data

to obtain the four near-infrared and two far-infrared

photometry values. The measured Spitzer and Herschel

photometry data for Sgr B1, Sgr B2, and Sgr C are given

in the tables in Appendix C.

To determine how to handle the Spitzer-IRAC pho-

tometry data in the construction of our SEDs, we first

assessed the potential for flux contamination in the 3.6,

5.8, and 8.0µm bands from polycyclic aromatic hydro-

carbons (PAHs) emission and in the 4.5µm band from

shock-excited molecular hydrogen emission. As dis-

cussed in Paper I, a color-color diagram using Spitzer-

IRAC data (3.6µm - 4.5µm vs. 4.5µm - 5.8µm) can

identify sources with flux densities highly contaminated

by shock emission and/or PAH emission.

For the Sgr B region, we see from Figure 12 that none

of the compact sources are classified as “shock emis-

sion dominated”; however, 21 are “PAH emission dom-

inated” sources. In particular, 11 sources in Sgr B1, 6

in Sgr B2, and 4 in G0.6-0.0 are PAH emission domi-

nated. For the Sgr C region, we deduce from Figure 13

that there are also no shock-excited sources, but their

are 6 PAH emission sources, three in Sgr C, one in

G359.38-0.08, and two in G359.50-0.09. For the PAH

emission dominated sources, their 3.6, 5.8, and 8.0µm
IRAC fluxes are treated as upper limits in the photom-

etry used for constructing the SEDs. The number of

compact sources plotted in Figures 12 and 13 are not the

same as those reported in Tables 1 - 3, because there are

compact sources for which there are only IRAC 3.6, 4.6,

or 5.8µm upper limits (due to saturation, non-detection,

or they are unresolved from other nearby sources). Of

the three GH II regions in the study, this is especially

the case for Sgr C, where more than half of the sources

(11 of 19) are missing at least one IRAC photometry

value. Consequently, for these compact sources where

one or more of the IRAC bands have non-detections or

are saturated, the color-color analysis cannot be per-

formed. In these cases, we conservatively assume that

the sources are PAH-contaminated (i.e., we only treat

the 4.5µm data point as a nominal value, while the rest

of the IRAC data points are upper limits).
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Figure 12. A color-color diagram for compact sources in Sgr B

utilizing our background-subtracted Spitzer-IRAC 3.6, 4.5, and

5.8µm source photometry to distinguish “shocked emission dom-

inant” and “PAH emission dominant” YSO candidates from our

list of compact sub-components. Sources marked by black dots

and labels are from within Sgr B1, and blue are from Sgr B2,

and magenta are from G0.0-0.6. Above (up-left) the dotted line

indicates shock emission dominant regime. Below (bottom-right)

the dashed line indicates PAH dominant regime. We adopt this

metric from Gutermuth et al. (2009). Some sources are not in-

cluded in this diagram due to non-detection or saturation in the

Spitzer-IRAC bands. The arrow for Sgr B2 12 indicates a high

[4.5]-[5.8] value (4.07) which has been cropped off the plot.
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Figure 13. A color-color diagram for compact sources in Sgr C

(black), G359.38-0.08 (blue), G359.50-0.09 (green), and G359.42-

0.02 (magenta) utilizing our background-subtracted Spitzer-IRAC

3.6, 4.5, and 5.8µm source photometry. See caption in Figure 12

for more information regarding plot labels.

When constructing the SEDs for our compact sources,

we further consider the Herschel-PACS fluxes as upper

limits due to the significant and uncertain contamina-

tion from the surrounding extended emission, as well as

the blending of sources due to poorer angular resolu-

tion, which complicates accurate isolation of the 70 and

160µm flux densities for the compact sources.

Finally, for a couple of compact sources, the Spitzer or

Herschel photometry apertures included saturated pix-

els. In these cases, we use the saturation limit for a

point source as a lower limit in the SED fitting.

As for the errors associated with the photometry data,

in keeping with our previous methodology (e.g., Pa-

per I), we set the upper error bars on our photom-

etry values as the subtracted background flux value,

since background subtraction can vary significantly but

is never larger than the amount subtracted. The lower

error bar values for all sources are based on the aver-

age total photometric error at each wavelength, set to

20%, 15%, and 10% for the 4.5, 25, and 37µm bands,

respectively. We assume the photometric errors of the

Spitzer-IRAC 3.6, 5.8, and 8.0µm fluxes to be 20% for

sources not contaminated by PAH features. Addition-

ally, as in Paper I, we assume error bars of 40% and 30%

for the Herschel 70 and 160µm data points, respectively.

Using the SOFIA, Spitzer, and Herschel photometry

data and their uncertainties, we constructed near- to

far-infrared SEDs for all compact sources. These SEDs

were then fed into an algorithm developed by Zhang &

Tan (2011) where they were fit with theoretical SED

models of MYSOs (referred to as ZT MYSO SED mod-

els). Each model fit provides a normalized minimum

chi-squared value (so called χ2
nonlimit) as an indication of

the goodness-of-fit. As in previous studies, we selected a

group of models that show χ2
nonlimit values similar to the

best fit model and distinguishable from the next group

of models showing significantly larger χ2
nonlimit values.

Sometimes, the first or first few best fits have signifi-

cantly lower χ2
nonlimit values than those that come after,

and in such cases we will include those first fits with the

first grouping so that we a always have at least 5 best-fit

models.

In Figure 14 for Sgr B1, Figure 15 for Sgr B2, and

Figure 16 for Sgr C, the ZT MYSO SED model fits

are presented as solid lines (black for the best model

fit and gray for the other best-fit models) over the mea-

sured photometry points and error bars for each individ-

ual source (with SED plots for all sources in G0.6-0.0,

G359.38-0.08, G359.42-0.02, and G359.50-0.09 are in the

Appendix C). Table 4 for Sgr B1 and Sgr B2 and Table

5 for Sgr C list the physical properties of the MYSO

SED model fits. For each source, Column 2 presents the
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Figure 14. SED fitting with ZT model for compact sources in Sgr B1. Black lines are the best fit model to the SEDs, and the
system of gray lines are the remaining fits in the group of best fits (from Table 4). Upside-down triangles are data that are used
as upper limits in the SED fits, and triangles are lower limits.
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Figure 15. SED fitting with ZT model for compact sources in Sgr B2. Black lines are the best fit model to the SEDs, and the
system of gray lines are the remaining fits in the group of best fits (from Table 4). Upside-down triangles are data that are used
as upper limits in the SED fits, and triangles are lower limits.
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Figure 15. Continued.

observed bolometric luminosity, Lobs, of the best model,

while column 3 shows the true total bolometric luminos-

ity, Ltot (corrected for foreground extinction and outflow

viewing angle). The extinction and stellar mass of the

best model are listed in columns 4 and 5, respectively.

Columns 6 and 7 present the ranges of foreground ex-

tinction and stellar masses derived from the models in

this group. Column 8 indicates the number of models

in the group of best-fit models. The rest of the columns

provide information related to whether the sources are

likely to be MYSO candidate or not, and are described

further in Section 4.1.3 below.

4.1.1. Comparisons to Crowe et al. 2024 Sgr C SED
Modeling Results

Contemporary to the publication of this paper is one

by Crowe et al. (2024), in which the authors identify

three MYSO candidates from a combination of JWST-

NIRCam data as well as the same Spitzer, Herschel,

and SOFIA data employed in this paper. They label

these sources G359.44a, G359.44b, and G359.42a, which

are the same as our sources Sgr C H3, Sgr C H4, and

Sgr C 11, respectively. Comparing our results to the
SED fitting from that work (which also employs the

ZT MYSO SED models), we find that we both derive

answers consistent with MYSOs for all three sources,

but our estimated physical values vary. For one thing,

Crowe et al. (2024) report estimated values for stellar

mass and other parameters by averaging over appar-

ently dozens (perhaps hundreds) of models with a much

wider range of goodness-of-fit, whereas we report the re-

sults of the best fit model (as well as the range of our

group of best fits, which all have similar goodness of

fit and typically number ∼10 models in total; see Sec-

tion 4.1.). However, from the figures in Crowe et al.

(2024) one can see they get best-fit stellar masses of 12,

8, and 96M⊙ for Sgr C H3, Sgr C H4, and Sgr C 11,

respectively, which one can compare to the 32, 8, and

24M⊙ that we derive. While the best-fit stellar mass

value for Sgr C H4 seems to match in this compar-

ison, the other two sources are quite different (espe-

cially Sgr C 11). If we instead compare averaged val-

ues, using their model averaging methodology Crowe

et al. (2024) estimate stellar mass values of 20.7+14.1
−8.4 ,

20.4+24.1
−11.0, and 8.5+11.9

−5.0 M⊙ for Sgr C H3, Sgr C H4, and

Sgr C 11, respectively. If we average over our groups

of approximately a half-dozen best-fit models for each

source we get mean stellar masses of 30.4+1.6
−3.5, 9.3

+3.3
−1.3,

and 15.3+7.1
−6.3 M⊙ for Sgr C H3, Sgr C H4, and Sgr C 11,

respectively. Thus, their averaged model masses are con-

sistent with both our best fit mass values and our aver-

aged mass values to within their reported errors.

However, the main reason why we don’t get exactly

the same results using the same data are by-and-large

the product of which data we use as nominal estimates

of the source flux densities and which we set as upper

limits. In Crowe et al. (2024), it is assumed that all

flux data at wavelengths <10µm are upper limits due

to the possible presence of PAH contamination. Since

this data has the best resolution for resolving sources,

we instead choose to test our sources for possible PAH

contamination (see Section 4.1) and include the near-

infrared data when we can. This helps pin down the

SEDs at the shortest wavelengths. For the three sources

under discussion here, this methodology led to us be-

ing able to use all four Spitzer-IRAC bands in our fit

of Sgr C 11, and use the 4.5µm data as nominal data

in the fits for Sgr C H3 (as the 4.5µm IRAC filter does

not encompass any bright PAH features; see Reach et al.

2006). We determined that we could not accurately iso-

late the near-infrared flux of source Sgr C H4 because

it is too faint and unresolved due to crowding of nearby

Sgr C H3 (as well as some extended emission), so we set

all IRAC fluxes as upper limits. Crowe et al. (2024) mea-

sure IRAC fluxes for this source, though the errors are

large and nearly the same value as the reported fluxes.

Importantly, however, it should be noted that for all flux

densities ≤37µm, the reported values from Crowe et al.

(2024) are very similar to ours, except for the 25 and
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Figure 16. SED fitting with ZT model for compact sources in Sgr C. Black lines are the best fit model to the SEDs, and the
system of gray lines are the remaining fits in the group of best fits (from Table 5). Upside-down triangles are data that are used
as upper limits in the SED fits, and triangles are lower limits.
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37µm values for Sgr C 11 which are a factor of two lower

due to the fact that they employed an aperture approx-

imately half the size of the one we used for this source.

This is the result of another difference in methodology,

i.e. using resolution-dependent apertures vs. fixed aper-

tures for photometry. Since sources can intrinsically

have different sizes as a function of wavelength, can be

subject to source crowding at certain wavelengths and

not others, and because of the large range in data resolu-

tions being used (2− 35′′), we chose to find the optimal

aperture for each source at each wavelength indepen-

dently. Crowe et al. (2024) used a method where they

found the optimal aperture at 37µm for each source

and used that same aperture for all data at wavelengths

≤37µm. In the case of Sgr C 11, there is extended and

complicated environmental emission around the source

at 37µm that makes the choice of optimal aperture size

more subjective, however, the source is free of extended

environmental emission at 25µm and a clear background

sky level (and hence photometry aperture) can be ascer-

tained. It is therefore evident that source flux is being

missed in the smaller aperture of Crowe et al. (2024) at

both SOFIA wavelengths.

At the longest wavelengths, Crowe et al. (2024) use the

Herschel photometry as source flux estimates, whereas

we choose to use these values as upper limits. While one

can more confidently use Herschel photometry data in

the case of isolated sources, GH II regions have many

MYSOs, often very close to each other, and often em-

bedded within or close to large extended dust substruc-

tures. With resolutions of 6, 12, 18, 24, and 35′′ at

70, 160, 250, 350, and 500µm with Herschel (Molinari

et al. 2016), separate MYSOs and larger-scale struc-

tures near each other at shorter wavelengths merge into

single sources due to lack of resolution. To address

this, the method used by Crowe et al. (2024) involved

making decisions about how much flux from the unre-

solved sources at longer wavelengths should be assigned

to which sources based upon their ratio of resolved fluxes

at a shorter wavelength. In the case of the close-together

sources Sgr C H3 and Sgr C H4, they chose using the

flux ratio between the sources at 37µm (3:1), to apply

to their unresolved fluxes measured at all wavelengths

≥70µm. This is likely to be a very rough approximation

in general as such a ratio likely doesn’t hold constant at

wavelengths both shorter than and longer than the SED

turnover, especially if the real SEDs of the two sources

peak at different wavelengths. Furthermore, estimating

proper backgrounds at Herschel wavelengths on small

scales is also difficult due to large-scale molecular cloud

emission, as well as galactic cirrus which can dominate

the observed emission, especially at λ ≥ 250µm. Where

one should choose to select the background is often not

at all obvious but has a huge influence on the values

reported as a source’s background subtracted flux den-

sity (very much akin to the 37µm photometry issue of

Sgr C 11 just mentioned). Given all of these uncertain-

ties, we choose to use the Herschel fluxes as upper limits

in our modeling.

It is clear that, because of all of these differences in

methodology, our SED fitting results and those of Crowe

et al. (2024) should not be exactly the same even though

the same data and models are being used. While it

is encouraging that our results here agree with theirs

to within the errors, this is a comparison of only three

sources, and in general such similarities may not always

be the case.

4.1.2. Comparisons to Cotera et al. 2024 Source Catalog

When this paper was in an advanced state, a catalog of

point sources derived from the SOFIA-FORCAST data

of the Galactic Center was published by Cotera et al.

(2024). We cross referenced the point sources found in

that work with our list of sources for Sgr B and Sgr C

produced from the same data. All of the sources we iden-

tified, except for source Sgr B2 11, are also found in the

source list of Cotera et al. (2024). However, the Cotera

et al. (2024) catalog had far more sources than we found:

127 sources total in Sgr B (compared to our 58), and 84

in Sgr C (compared to our 47). We checked the ob-

servational properties of all Cotera et al. (2024) sources

not in common with our lists, and the reasons why they

were not included in our list were: 1) the source was not

detected at shorter or longer wavelengths than SOFIA

(i.e., either in the Spitzer 8 and 5.8µm images, the Her-

schel 70µm images, or the cm radio continuum images);

2) the source was unresolved from another nearby source

or from the larger extended emission at multiple wave-

lengths (in these cases our photometry generally cov-

ered the entire emitting region under the assumption

that the source was a single elongated compact source,

rather than multiple sources); 3) multiple close-together

sources were part of what we considered to be a sin-

gle extended source (and thus we report it as an ex-

tended source in our tables); 4) the source had a very

broad peak at multiple wavelengths and was embedded

in extended emission (and therefore making it difficult

to determine if it is actually an independent source or

simply a slightly more condensed part of a larger dif-

fuse emission region); 5) the source peak moved around

as a function of wavelength (indicating it is not likely

to be internally heated). Related to points 2-4 above,

the source selection methodology used by Cotera et al.

(2024) is likely to give false positives for elongated and
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extended sources, as the algorithm tends to try to break

these structures up into multiple point sources, which is

often unlikely to be correct.

In all cases, if there was a peak detected at 70µm at

the location of a SOFIA source or peak, it is included in

our list, as the object of our source selection was not to

find all the peaks in the SOFIA data (which was the ob-

ject of Cotera et al. 2024), but to find compact sources

likely to be internally-heated MYSOs. Therefore, we be-

lieve that our selection of MYSO candidates in this work

is complete to within the detection limits and resolution

of the SOFIA data.

Additionally, we randomly selected several of the

sources from our lists and spot-checked their photom-

etry with the values reported in Cotera et al. (2024). In

all cases the values appear to be in agreement to within

their combined errors.

4.1.3. Potential Contaminants to the MYSO Candidates

Unlike many of our GH II regions previously stud-

ied, this study is not the first mid-infrared survey look-

ing for YSOs in the Galactic Center Central Molecular

Zone. Most similar to the work presented here (in terms

of spatial resolution and wavelength) is that of Yusef-

Zadeh et al. (2009), which leverages Spitzer 24µm data

in addition to the four Spitzer-IRAC bands in a search

for MYSOs via SED fitting. That work covered not only

Sgr B and Sgr C, but the entire CMZ. Though plagued

with saturation issued, especially in Sgr B1 and Sgr C,

many of the sources identified in that survey are found

in ours (see Tables 2 & 3). However, we do identify far

more MYSO candidates within the three GH II regions

than in that work.

Since the publication of Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2009), it

has been pointed out by several authors that the shapes

of near-to-far infrared SEDs of MYSOs created via

broadband photometry are not unique, and that other

objects can have very similar SEDs. These mostly in-

volve far more evolved stellar objects like: red giant stars

and asymptotic giant branch (AGB) stars, post-AGB

stars, including proto-planetary nebulae (proto-PNe),

planetary nebulae (PNe), and even heavily-extinguished

main-sequence stars . In our previous studies of Galactic

GH II regions, we ignored the possible contamination of

such evolved sources since they are not commonly found

in young massive star formation regions. However, the

closeness of Sgr B1, Sgr B2, and Sgr C to the Galactic

Center means that these regions are subject to rapid dy-

namical and environmental changes atypical for GH II

regions farther out in the Galactic plane. As a conse-

quence, more evolved interlopers are far more common

in the CMZ (see Section 4.2.1) and thus possible contam-

ination of these sources in the MYSO counts is possible.

We will discuss these potential sources of contamination

to our MYSO survey in more detail below.

Main Sequence Stars – It has been argued that

main sequence stars with heavy foreground extinction

(Koepferl et al. 2015) may masquerade as YSOs, with

their near-to-mid-infrared SEDs appearing similar to

YSO SEDs. In particular, the models assume the main

sequence stars sit in medium with a typical molecular

cloud density range, and we see that (peculiar to these

Galactic Center GH II regions) most of our compact

mid-infrared sources do not appear to be within molec-

ular clouds. One advantage our survey has over the

Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2009) survey is that we additionally

have a 37µm photometry point. The models for non-

YSO stars presented by Koepferl et al. (2015) show flat

or decreasing flux from 25 to 37µm, while our sources

have increasing fluxes. Moreover, many of our sources

are resolved in the SOFIA data (i.e., ≳0.2 pc), indicat-

ing a large and extended dust envelope, which is more

in line with the sizes of star-forming cores/clumps, and

much larger than a main sequence star would appear.

It is this dense envelope that is the origin of the 70µm

flux seen ubiquitously from MYSOs, as predicted by the

SED models for early B and O-type MYSOs. Signif-

icant 70µm flux is not expected for a main sequence

star (especially one not surrounded by a dense dusty

medium which appears to be the general case for the

MYSOs in Sgr B and Sgr C). While we use the 70µm

fluxes as an upper limit in our model fitting, all but a

very few of our compact SOFIA sources are undetected

at this wavelength (see Tables 9, 10, and 11). Addi-

tionally, some of our sources also have extended green

object (EGO) emission, which is almost exclusively asso-

ciated with YSOs (Cyganowski et al. 2008), and others

have methanol maser emission or formaldehyde maser

emission both of which are only associated with MYSOs

(Breen et al. 2013; Araya et al. 2015). Overall, we con-

sider the likelihood of contamination by main sequence

stars in the regions we are studying to be unlikely.

Red Giant and AGB Stars – It is argued (Schultheis

et al. 2003) that YSOs can look the same in infrared col-

ors and SEDs as red giant stars and AGB stars if heav-

ily extinguished (AV ∼ 30). Additionally, like YSOs,

AGB stars can occasionally have OH and water masers

(e.g., Uscanga et al. 2012), as well as PAH emission (e.g.,

Marini et al. 2023). However, while red giant and AGB

stars can take on a wide variety of SED shapes, obser-

vationally only a small subset appear to mimic YSOs

(e.g., Busso et al. 2007; Groenewegen 2022; Blommaert

et al. 2006), with most having their SEDs turn over at

≲20µm (e.g., Volk et al. 2000; Sylvester et al. 1999).
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Indeed, mid-infrared color-color diagrams using MSX

(e.g., Sevenster 2002) and WISE data (e.g., Suh 2024)

have been shown to effectively separate YSO popula-

tions from proto-PNe, AGB stars, and post-AGB star

populations. More specifically, different color criteria

are explored by Suh (2024, see their Figure 8), where

they find using the longer wavelengths of WISE (i.e.,

12 and 22µm) most clearly separate populations, indi-

cating that the more evolved objects will for the most

part appear different in their mid-infrared emission from

MYSOs. Additionally, SiO masers are also often found

in AGB stars, whereas this species of maser is very rarely

seen in YSOs (e.g., Cho et al. 2016), and thus if present,

these masers would indicate a likely AGB star. How-

ever, many of our sources have bright cm radio contin-

uum emission, whereas red giant and AGB stars would

not show detectable emission within the sensitivity of

our radio data (see, for instance, Knapp et al. 1994;

Matthews & Reid 2007). In fact, the presence of bright

cm radio continuum in post-AGB stars is defined as the

beginning of the PNe phase (Cerrigone et al. 2017; Cala

et al. 2022). We have cross-correlated our sample with

as many red giant, AGB star, and SiO maser surveys as

we could find, and have discovered that two sources are

spectroscopically confirmed red giant stars (G359.42-

0.02 2 and G359.0-0.09 8) and that three sources are as-

sociated with SiO maser emission (Sgr B1 3, Sgr B2 15,

and G359.50-0.09 9) and thus likely to be AGB stars.

In fact, Sgr B1 3 is a confirmed AGB star (more specif-

ically a OH/IR star; Shiki et al. 1997). As predicted,

none of these sources have cm radio continuum emission

and only G359.0-0.09 8 (and maybe Sgr B1 3) has an

SED like a MYSO. We consider further contamination

of our MYSO candidates by red giant and AGB stars to

be the largest contaminant, being more likely than main

sequence stars but still minor.

Post-AGB Stars – Post-AGB stars, including proto-

PNe and PNe, are perhaps the most difficult to dis-

tinguish from MYSOs. The outer dusty layers of gas

ejected during the AGB phase will expand during this

phase, often achieving sizes greater than our SOFIA res-

olution (i.e., ≳0.2 pc; González-Santamaŕıa et al. 2019)

and thus PNe could appear either resolved or unresolved

in their infrared emission with SOFIA at the CMZ dis-

tance. The PNe nucleus is hot enough to heat and ionize

the material from these circumstellar ejecta, so they can

be readily seen in cm radio continuum emission (Cer-

rigone et al. 2017), with about 50% of PNe having de-

tectable cm radio continuum (Bojičić et al. 2011). Ad-

ditionally, post-AGB stars and PNe can display water

and hydroxyl masers (e.g., Suárez et al. 2009; Sevenster

2002), and can also display PAH emission (e.g., Rinehart

et al. 2002) – all similar to YSOs. However, these sim-

ilarities to YSOs are not the norm. Most importantly,

only 10-20% of PNe have detectable MIR emission with

MSX (Cohen & Parker 2003), which has a 22µm de-

tection limit comparable to the sensitivity of our 25µm

SOFIA data. Moreover, only a small subset of all post-

AGB stars and PNe that have detectable mid-infrared

emission have SEDs like MYSOs, as they display great

variability in their SEDs as a class (e.g., Volk et al. 2002;

Hrivnak 2000), with most SED turning over between 10-

30µm (Zhang & Kwok 2009), unlike typical MYSOs. In-

deed, as mentioned above, mid-infrared color-color dia-

grams using MSX data are used to separate star-forming

clumps from proto-PNe, and post-AGB stars. Further-

more, unlike AGB stars which are plentiful, proto-PNe

and PNe are rare, owing to the short lifetimes of these

phases, lasting only a few thousand years for the proto-

PNe phase, with the entire PNe lifetime being roughly

only 20,000 years (Decin et al. 2020). Being in the tur-

bulent CMZ, any PNe there may disperse even quicker,

making this phase very short and thus the occurrence of

such sources relatively rare. We believe that post-AGB

stars, including proto-PNe and PNe, are unlikely to be

a significant contaminant to our MYSO survey.

To avoid some of these issues of misidentifying

MYSOs, An et al. (2011) used Spitzer IRS (∼5-35µm)

spectra to search for signs of the 15.4µm shoulder on

the absorption profile of the CO2 ice feature due to the

mixing of CO2 ice with methanol ice on grains. This

is a signature known only to exist in the spectra of

YSOs. However, while sources with this signature are

extremely likely to be YSOs, sources without the fea-

ture may or may not be YSOs. In addition to variability

of chemical abundances and potential environmental ef-

fects, MYSOs are known to generate very energetic out-

flows which clear out the overlying material, and thus

at some orientations we would expect to not see such

absorption features (i.e. when preferentially looking at

pole-on or near-pole-on angles). Furthermore, such ob-

servations are extremely dependent upon proper back-

ground subtraction, which could erase such spectral sig-

nals in legitimate MYSOs. That being said, we believe

that the majority of sources without this spectral feature

are likely to not be MYSOs.

In light of all of this, we have defined our sources dif-

ferently in this paper compared to our previous papers.

We have tabulated in Tables 4 and 5 (as well as Table

15) several additional physical properties of our sources

taken from the literature and our data. We indicate if

the source is resolved or not in the SOFIA data, and if

it is well-fit by the MYSO fitter. We further indicate if

the source is detected at cm radio wavelengths and/or
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70µm. We tabulate which sources are known to have

methanol, formaldehyde, hydroxyl, water, and/or SiO

masers. We further indicate which sources have EGO

emission. Additionally, if a source has been observed

spectrally with Spitzer-IRS we indicate if it was found

to have a 15.4µm shoulder or not. We also indicate

which sources are known red giant and AGB stars from

previous studies. Finally, we searched the GAIA Data

Release 3 (DR3) catalog for coincidences (with sepa-

rations ≲2′′) with measured parallactic distances that

might indicate a mid-infrared source is a field star un-

related to the CMZ population.

If a source is well-fit by the MYSO fitter, and has ei-

ther methanol masers, formaldehyde masers, EGO emis-

sion, or was found to have a 15.4µm shoulder in its IRS

spectrum, then we definitely mark it as a “MYSO” on

Tables 4, 5, and 15. These types of emissions are only

found associated with YSOs. If it is not well-fit by the

MYSO fitter or has model fits with masses <8M⊙, it

is not considered a MYSO (though in the latter case it

may still be a lower mass YSO). If the source has flat or

decreasing flux with wavelength, or was found by GAIA

to have a distance indicating it is a field star, it is also

not considered to be a MYSO. Additionally, if it has SiO

maser emission, it is concluded to be a AGB star and

not a MYSO. Of the remaining sources, all are either

resolved at SOFIA wavelengths, have cm radio contin-

uum, 70µm, or EGO emission, or have masers, which

means none are extinguished main sequence stars. If

the source is well-fit by the SED fitter and has cm radio

continuum emission it is likely not an AGB star, though

there is still a relatively small chance it is a post-AGB

star or PNe. We will identify such sources as “Likely

MYSOs”. All other sources will be considered “Possible

MYSOs”, as they, at a minimum, still are well-fit by the

SED fitter.

What is the likelihood of these “Likely” (or “Possi-

ble”) MYSO candidates being actual MYSOs? Unfortu-

nately, there are no comprehensive direct measurements

of the stellar density of AGB stars in the CMZ to under-

stand better our most likely contaminant. According to

An et al. (2011), they find that about half of the previ-

ously identified YSO candidates that they observed do

not display the 15.4µm shoulder, and thus are contam-

inants to the MYSO population. However, many of the

claims for these YSOs were based upon less data than

we present here, or come from surveys that covered fields

throughout the CMZ and not just in the suspected star

formation regions, so 50% should be considered an ex-

tremely conservative upper limit on contaminants.

4.1.4. Identifying MYSO Candidates Among the Compact
Infrared Sources

Based upon the information compiled in Tables 4 and

5 we will discuss below the properties of the compact

mid-infrared sources contained within the confines of

Sgr B1, Sgr B2, and Sgr C individually. In particular,

we will identify those sources thought to be MYSO or

MYSO candidates and discuss estimates to the present

MYSO stellar densities in each GH II region to com-

pare to the values we have previously derived for other

Milky Way GH II regions. As mentioned in our previ-

ous papers, given the angular resolution limitations of

FORCAST (∼3′′) and the distance to these GH II re-

gions (∼8.0 kpc), we can only resolve structures as small

as ∼0.11 pc. Therefore, it is likely that in many cases,

the infrared sources discussed here contain protobinaries

or even protoclusters. While the assumption of a single

MYSO is reasonable when the core contains a dominant

primary MYSO, we cannot be certain that this would be

the case in general. However, these CMZ GH II regions

are all at a distance similar to the average distance of

the regions we have studied so far (6.6 kpc), and thus we

are making comparisons using approximately the same

level of spatial information. With that caveat in mind,

as we have done for our previously studied GH II re-

gions, in this section we will also discuss the brightest

SOFIA source in each region, as our past observations

have shown that the sources that are brightest at the

wavelengths of our SOFIA data generally trace the most

massive stars in the present MYSO population. We will

additionally use the results from the SED fitting and

give the derived mass estimates of these highest mass

sources in each GH II region. Since the stellar mass dis-

tribution function appears to be more or less universal

from modest to the most massive star-forming clusters

(Pudritz 2002), this would imply that the more mas-

sive the highest mass member, the larger the underlying

stellar cluster total mass in general. Therefore, we have

previously used the masses of the most massive MYSOs

as an additional rough proxy for understanding the rel-

ative sizes of the presently-forming stellar populations

within each GH II region we have studied. However,

it is unknown if the stellar mass functions that seem

universal in stellar clusters in the Galactic plane should

even apply to those in the CMZ given the unique en-

vironment and rapid dynamical evolution. With that

caveat, and in keeping with our prior studies, we will re-

port the highest mass MYSO for each CMZ GH II region

as well as their MYSO densities below and compare and

contrast them to our results from other GH II regions.
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Table 4. SED Fitting Parameters of Selected Compact Infrared Sources in Sgr B1 and Sgr B2

Source Lobs Ltot Av Mstar Av Range Mstar Range Best Well Reso-

(×103L⊙) (×103L⊙) (mag.) (M⊙) (mag.) (M⊙) Models Fit? lved? Features MYSO?

Sgr B1

Sgr B1 A 9.36 102 27 16 27 - 27 16 - 16 5 Y Y ice,cm,70 Yes

Sgr B1 C 7.93 16.1 1.7 12 1.7 - 55 8 - 48 5 Y Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr B1 D 42.9 153 12 32 3.4 - 27 24 - 48 10 Y Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr B1 1 35.6 113 27 16 27 - 80 16 - 24 11 Y Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr B1 2 3.64 16.1 39 12 2.6 - 67 8 - 16 11 Ya Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr B1 F 4.62 9.67 51 8 7.9 - 51 8 - 24 6 Y Y cm,70,W,H Likely

Sgr B1 G 10.8 31.5 22 16 12 - 81 12 - 48 7 Y Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr B1 H 8.65 10.5 0.8 8 0.8 - 6.7 8 - 8 5 Y Y ice,cm,70 Yes

Sgr B1 3 15.2 74.7 2.5 24 2.5 - 80 16 - 24 5 Ya Y S,70 No

Sgr B1 4 4.96 9.95 42 8 40 - 50 8 - 8 5 Ya Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr B1 5 4.02 9.67 45 8 17 - 53 8 - 8 13 Y Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr B1 6 10.8 49.1 53 12 19 - 67 8 - 16 9 Y Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr B1 7 4.52 9.67 31 8 14 - 37 8 - 8 13 Y Y cm,70? Likely

Sgr B1 8 1.34 158 8.4 32 2.6 - 34 12 - 32 9 Y Y ice Yes

Sgr B1 9 3.39 28.8 63 16 32 - 63 8 - 24 5 Y Y 70 Possible

Sgr B1 10 8.57 74.7 9.2 24 3.4 - 31 8 - 32 10 Y Y cm,70, Likely

Sgr B1 11 4.23 10.2 8.4 8 1.7 - 27 8 - 16 7 Y Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr B1 12 13.6 49.4 27 12 5.9 - 39 12 - 32 12 Yb Y no ice,cm,70 No?g

Sgr B2

Sgr B2 1 1.00 19.6 140 12 130 - 196 8 - 24 5 Y Y ice,70 Yes

Sgr B2 2 1.72 81 204 24 160 - 243 16 - 24 6 Ya Y 70 Possible

Sgr B2 3 2.88 11.8 8.4 8 8.4 - 212 8 - 48 5 Ya Y 70,M,F,H Yes

Sgr B2 AA 4.55 88.4 223 24 68 - 223 8 - 24 5 Y Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr B2 4 67.8 294 556 24 503 - 556 24 - 24 15 Yc Y 70,M,F,W,H Yes

Sgr B2 H 47.6 457 25 48 8.4 - 36 32 - 64 8 Y Y cm,70,M,F,H Yes

Sgr B2 5 2.14 9.48 81 8 5.3 - 81 8 - 12 6 Y Y ice? Possible

Sgr B2 6 0.67 0.57 3.4 2 3.4 - 77 2 - 16 6 Yd N 70 Noe,h

Sgr B2 BB 15.0 213 168 32 53 - 180 24 - 64 5 Y Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr B2 L 5.07 88.4 151 24 34 - 151 8 - 32 5 Y Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr B2 7 0.84 158 235 32 201 - 236 16 - 32 6 Ya Y 70 Possible

Sgr B2 O 10.1 617 244 64 185 - 260 12 - 64 7 Y Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr B2 8 3.70 26.6 231 12 220 - 262 8 - 48 5 Y Y 70 Possible?h

Sgr B2 9 1.07 2.59 27 2 19 - 46 2 - 16 8 Y Y 70? Possible?e,f

Sgr B2 P 9.99 196 59 32 29 - 80 12 - 32 7 Y Y ice,cm,70 Yes

Sgr B2 R 29.9 38.6 4.2 16 0.8 - 34 16 - 24 7 Y Y ice,cm,70,E Yes

Sgr B2 10 3.80 28.8 18 16 5.3 - 29 8 - 24 9 Y Y ice,70 Yes

Sgr B2 11 4.20 11.8 8.4 8 2.6 - 17 8 - 16 8 Y Y 70 Possible

Sgr B2 12 7.71 8.83 7.5 8 5.0 - 24 8 - 8 5 Y Y 70 Possible

Sgr B2 13 1.68 11.2 17 8 8.4 - 34 8 - 16 10 Y Y ice?,70 Possible

Sgr B2 14 8.72 31.5 48 16 18 - 50 16 - 48 5 Y Y 70? Possible

Sgr B2 15 4.79 24.7 1.7 16 1.7 - 14 16 - 16 7 Yd Y S No

Sgr B2 16 7.43 119 243 24 233 - 252 16 - 32 5 Y Y 70 Possible

Sgr B2 17 7.97 158 24 32 19 - 34 16 - 32 8 Y Y 70 Possible

Note—Abbreviations in the “Features” column are: cm = cm radio continuum emission; 70 = 70µm emission; 70? = 70µm emission
present but unresolved from nearby sources; M=class II methanol maser (Nguyen et al. 2022); F=formaldehyde maser (Mehringer et al.
1994); W=water maser (Walsh et al. 2014; Mehringer et al. 1993a); H=hydroxyl maser (Green et al. 2015; Mehringer et al. 1993a); S=SiO
maser (Messineo et al. 2002; Shiki et al. 1997); E=EGO emission (Yusef-Zadeh et al. 2009); and from An et al. (2011): ice=15.4µm ice
feature, ice?= maybe 15.4µm ice feature, no ice= no 15.4µm ice feature.

aOnly two nominal data points used in the SED fitting, thus the results of the modeling are less reliable.

b The extended emission from this source lies partially off-field at both 25 and 37µm which may affect the accuracy of the resultant parameters
from the SED fits.

c Only one nominal data point used in the SED fitting. However, since all resultant fits are poor (they all violate lower limit set at 160µm), the
results from the SED fitting are unreliable.

dThis source has a flat or decreasing flux with wavelength and is thus likely not a MYSO.

eHas SED model fits less than 8M⊙. If well fit by SED fitter, it may be a low-to-intermediate mass YSO.

fMost fits imply a MYSO.

gHas no 15.4µm ice feature, but no other indicators point to it not being a MYSO.

hCoincident with a GAIA source to within 2′′ with a measured parallactic distance placing it in the foreground.
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Table 5. SED Fitting Parameters of Selected Compact Infrared Sources in Sgr C

Source Lobs Ltot Av Mstar Av Range Mstar Range Best Well

(×103L⊙) (×103L⊙) (mag.) (M⊙) (mag.) (M⊙) Models Fit? Resolved? Features MYSO?

Sgr C

Sgr C 1 3.29 40.7 84 12 37 - 84 8 - 12 7 Y Y no ice,cm,70 No?g

Sgr C 2 14.2 147 23 32 22 - 27 12 - 32 5 Y Y no ice No?i

Sgr C 3 3.98 10.2 23 8 2.6 - 307 8 - 24 11 Y Y 70 Possible

Sgr C 4 0.52 0.79 3.4 4 3.4 - 109 4 - 8 7 Ya N Noe

Sgr C 5 14.0 33.1 3.4 16 2.5 - 5.0 12 - 16 6 Y Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr C 6 3.56 80.5 13 24 7.9 - 25 8 - 24 8 Y Y 70 Possible

Sgr C 7 7.23 9.45 10 8 4.2 - 14 8 - 8 8 Y Y no ice,cm,70 No?g

Sgr C 8 29.1 82.0 16 24 16 - 22 24 - 24 7 Y Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr C 9 0.51 0.79 17 4 10 - 64 4 - 4 5 Ya N 70 Noe

Sgr C 10 3.05 9.48 17 8 5.3 - 40 8 - 24 15 Y Y no ice,cm,70? No?g

Sgr C 11 4.02 71.4 6.7 24 0.8 - 59 8 - 24 6 Y Y 70,W Possible

Sgr C 12 13.3 19.9 15 12 5.9 - 39 12 - 16 7 Y Y 70 Possible

Sgr C 13 0.19 0.24 9.2 2 9.2 - 134 2 - 4 7 Y N 70? Noe

Sgr C 14 0.65 0.79 11 4 4.2 - 27 4 - 8 7 Na Y 70? Noe

Sgr C H3 12.2 147 44 32 41 - 53 24 - 32 5 Y Y cm,70,M,F,E Yes

Sgr C H4 3.72 11.7 66 8 56 - 212 8 - 16 6 Ya Y 70?,M,F Yes

Sgr C H1 1.16 13.6 27 12 2.6 - 34 12 - 16 8 Ya Y cm,70,M Yes

Sgr C 15 3.66 9.48 0.8 8 0.8 - 42 8 - 16 6 Ya Y cm,70 Likely

Sgr C 16 6.15 33.8 186 12 25 - 193 8 - 16 7 Ya Y 70 Possible

Note—Symbols same as for Table 4. W here is the water maser detection from Lu et al. (2019b).

i Spectroscopically determined to be a K or M red giant by Jang et al. (2022).

4.1.4.1. Sgr B1 Compact Sources

For the compact mid-infrared sources identified by

SOFIA within the Sgr B1 GH II region, we conclude

from the information complied in Table 4 that there are 3

MYSOs (17%) and 12 Likely MYSOs (67%). One source

falls into the Possible MYSO category, while two are

found not be MYSOs. This means that 83% of the com-

pact mid-infrared sources in Sgr B1 are MYSOs or Likely

MYSOs. The results in Table 4 show that the absolute
best model fits for all the mid-infrared detected YSO

candidates in all of Sgr B1 yield protostellar masses in

the range m∗ =8–32M⊙, which is approximately equiv-

alent to a range of ZAMS spectral type B1–O7 stars

(Blum et al. 2000).

Two sources, Sgr B1 D and Sgr B1 8, are tied for the

highest best-fit mass of 32M⊙. To determine which one

is most likely the most massive, we calculated a non-

weighted average mass from the group of best fits for

each source, and find Sgr B1 D has by far the high-

est of all sources at 36.8M⊙ (Sgr B1 8 was 19.5M⊙).

Though Sgr B1 D is categorized as a Likely MYSO, the

values for it’s best fit luminosity and average luminos-

ity from all fits (1.5×105 and 2.5×105 L⊙, respectively)

are very large. This close to (or over, in the case of the

average luminosity) the largest theoretical limit of for

AGB luminosity of ∼1.5×105 L⊙, for the most massive

AGB stars (ranging from metal-rich to metal-poor, i.e.

0.001 < Z < 0.04; see Ventura et al. 2014, 2020). If this

source is indeed at the distance of the CMZ it could not

be an AGB star, adding further confidence to it being a

legitimate MYSO.

For the two sources that are labeled as not being

MYSOs, the emission of Sgr B1 3 is coincident the lo-

cation of the OH/IR star OH 0.548-0.059 and has SiO

masers (Shiki et al. 1997) typical of AGB stars. The

infrared SED of this source is flat, with saturated fluxes

at 4.5 and 8.0µm, something not expected for MYSOs

in highly extinguished environments. The other source,

Sgr B1 12 was found to not have a 15.4µm shoulder on

the absorption profile of the CO2 ice feature, however

its infrared SED looks very similar to a MYSO.

Based upon the number of MYSOs and Likely

MYSOs combined, we calculate a MYSO density of

0.13 MYSOs/pc2. This would mean that Sgr B1 has

a MYSO density slightly smaller but similar to both

W49A (Paper III) and W51A:G49.4-0.3 (Paper I) of

0.15 MYSOs/pc2, but below the average of all GH II

regions we have studied thus far (0.18 MYSOs/pc2).

Sgr B1 also has a total MYSO content (15) similar to

both NGC 3603 (14; Paper IV) and W49A (22), which

are the first and second most-luminous GH II regions in

the Galaxy. If we used our extremely conservative lower

limit estimate that half of the unconfirmed MYSOs (i.e.,
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the Likely plus Possible MYSOs) are true MYSO and

add that number (6.5) to the 3 confirmed MYSOs, the

MYSO density value for Sgr B1 would drop to 0.08

MYSOs/pc2, which would place it on the lower end

range of GH II stellar densities, but still higher than

the least dense Galactic plane GH II region we have

studied (i.e., 0.05 MYSOs/pc2 in NGC 3603). At the

upper limit, if we add in the one Possible MYSO with

the confirmed and Likely MYSOs, this value basically

stays the same at 0.13 MYSOs/pc2.

While the more extended regions like the Ionized Rim

and Sgr B1 E are the sources with the highest integrated

intensity at 6 cm, the brightest compact source at 6 cm

is Sgr B1 D (120 mJy; Mehringer et al. 1992), which, as

we mentioned above, is the most massive source in the

region, and which is also the brightest MIR source at

both 25 (88 Jy) and 37µm (131 Jy).

Besides the lettered sources in Table 4, which were

defined via their radio continuum emission at cm wave-

lengths, there are additionally several of the MIR-

defined compact sources (i.e., the numbered sources

which do not already have radio labels) in Sgr B1 that

are coincident with radio continuum peaks or sources. In

total, 9 of the 12 sources identified in the mid-infrared

are associated with 6 cm and/or 20 cm radio continuum

peaks (see Table 4), with the definite exceptions being

Sgr B1 3, Sgr B1 8, and Sgr B1 9. Sgr B1 3, as we

have said, is an AGB star, but Sgr B1 8 is a confirmed

MYSO. In our previous studies of the MYSO popula-

tions of GH II regions, we have cataloged many sources

that appear to be MYSOs but do not have radio contin-

uum emission, and contend that these may be sources

that are at a more youthful phase of stellar evolution,

prior to the onset of compact H II regions. Sgr B1 8 is

likely a similar object. Though we include Sgr B1 2 and

Sgr B1 10 in the list of cm continuum emitters, we cau-

tion that they both have potential issues. Sgr B1 2 lies

close to a brighter radio sources and appears as tongue

of emission extending out from that bright source, so its

radio peak is not well-defined. The radio emission for

Sgr B1 10 is weak and consistent with high frequency

noise artifacts seen across the radio image, however we

tentatively assert that this emission is real due to its co-

incidence in location with the MIR source and the fact

that it has a very similar shape and extent.

Sgr B1 E are the sources with the highest integrated

intensity at 6 cm, they are not considered compact

sources in our study. The brightest compact source at

6 cm is, Sgr B1 D (120 mJy; Mehringer et al. 1992), and

this is also the brightest MIR source at both 25 (88 Jy)

and 37µm (131 Jy).

4.1.4.2. Sgr B2 Compact Sources

For the Sgr B2 GH II region, of the 24 total mid-

infrared compact sources found, we conclude (Table 4)

that it contains 7 MYSOs (29%) and 4 Likely MYSOs

(17%). The larger number of confirmed MYSOs com-

pared to Sgr B1 is a product of the larger number of

sources with methanol and formaldehyde masers, as well

as EGO-emitting sources. However, there are a large

number of Possible MYSOs (10, or 42%) which require

further confirming evidence to assess their true nature.

The results in Table 4 show that the absolute best model

fits for all the mid-infrared detected YSO candidates

in all of Sgr B2 yield protostellar masses in the range

m∗ =2–64M⊙, which is approximately equivalent to a

range of ZAMS spectral type A2–O4 stars.

According to the best-fit SED models, the most mas-

sive source in Sgr B2 is Sgr B2 O with a stellar mass of

64M⊙, or the equivalent of a spectral type O4 ZAMS

star. However, Sgr B2 O is tied with Sgr B2 H (a.k.a.

Sgr B2 South, or S) and Sgr B2 BB for having the high-

est top mass given by its mass range from the group of

best fits at 64M⊙. Though Sgr B2 H has the second

highest best-fit mass in Sgr B2, all 8 of the fits from the

group of best fits lie within the range of 32-64M⊙, and

this source has the highest non-weighted average model

fit (50.0M⊙) of all compact sources identified and is thus

likely to be the highest mass source.

Perhaps consistent with this, Sgr B2 H has by far

the brightest flux at 37µm among all compact sources,

and is also the brightest peak after Sgr B2 Main at

70µm in the Herschel data. Indeed, though the peak

of Sgr B2 Main is the brightest peak in the mid-infrared

at the SOFIA and Herschel wavelengths, this source is

extended in our images and is known to be comprised

of multiple compact and ultracompact H II regions. In-

terestingly, the third brightest peak at 70µm is radio

source Sgr B2 K (a.k.a. Sgr B2 North, or N), which we

do not see in the SOFIA data, likely due to extremely

high extinction.

For the two Sgr B2 mid-infrared sources that are la-

beled as not being MYSOs in Table 4, source Sgr B2 15

has an SED that is generally decreasing with wavelength

from near to mid-infrared, atypical of a MYSO. We also

found it to be coincident (to within 2′′) of SiO maser

emission, which means that this source is most likely an

AGB star. Similarly, source Sgr B2 6 has a strange but

generally flat SED with wavelength, and most of the fits

from the SED fitter imply a mass ≲4M⊙ assuming a

CMZ distance. However, this source is coincident with

a GAIA object (Gaia DR3 4057530371326037248, with a

separation of 0.77′′, or a single FORCAST pixel) which

has a measured parallactic distance of 5078 pc, and thus
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is likely a source in the foreground of the CMZ. Similarly,

source Sgr B2 8 is also only 1.72′′ from a GAIA source

(Gaia DR3 4057530405685287424) that has a measured

parallactic distance of only 588 pc. However, this source

separation is at the limit of our expected astrometric

error, and given the high stellar density of field stars to-

ward the Galactic Center it may be a chance alignment

with a foreground star, especially given that the the SED

fitter yielded good results and the SED is typical of a

MYSO (as opposed to Sgr B2 6). We therefore label this

source as a Possible MYSO, but with a question mark

in Table 4. Finally, like Sgr B2 6, Sgr B2 9 has a best fit

of 2M⊙, however unlike Sgr B2 6, Sgr B2 9 has an SED

more typical of YSOs. Also, all fits for Sgr B2 9 except

the best fit SED, are ≳12M⊙, implying that it’s likely

a MYSO, with an average mass from all fits of 12.9M⊙.

However, given the higher uncertainty we also label this

source as a Possible MYSO, but with a question mark

in Table 4.

Besides the two sources we identify as not being

MYSOs (8%) in Sgr B2, there are significantly more

Possible MYSOs than we tabulated for Sgr B1 with 11

(46%), mostly due to a higher portion of sources with

no detected cm radio continuum emission. As we have

stated before, our previous surveys have revealed a great

number of MYSOs that are at such a youthful stage

that they are being detected in the mid-infrared prior to

the onset of their UCH II regions. This might point to

Sgr B2 as having a more youthful population of MYSOs

than Sgr B1, as further evidenced by the prolific number

of observed UCH II regions (Gaume et al. 1995; Meng

et al. 2022), masers (Mehringer & Menten 1997; Caswell

et al. 2010; McGrath et al. 2004), and mm cores (Gins-

burg et al. 2018) in Sgr B25.

Relatedly, several of the radio emitting sources in

Sgr B2 are seen in the SOFIA data at one or both wave-

lengths (e.g., Figure 6). Radio sources that we detect

clearly in the mid-infrared are AA, BB, H, L, O, P, and

R (as well as V, but again, this source may not be related

to Sgr B2 given its anomalous velocity). These sources

are all well-fit as MYSOs from the SED fitting of their

infrared emission, with three being confirmed MYSOs

via other indicators. The other four of these radio

continuum emitters are categorized as Likely MYSOs.

Given their proximity to the molecular clump centered

on Sgr B2 Main, their likelihood of being true MYSOs is

5 Of all the mm cores identified by Ginsburg et al. (2018), Sgr B2 2
is the only compact mid-infrared-identified sources coincident
with a small cluster of these cores. Unresolved and extended
mid-infrared emission is also present in and around the cluster of
cores in Sgr B2 Main.

further enhanced. Interestingly, we do not detect mid-

infrared emission with SOFIA from radio sources K, Q,

W, Y, or Z. Radio sources K, W, Y, and Z all lie north

or west of the peak of Sgr B2 Main which is thought

to be the region of highest extinction, thus the reason

for their non-detections (but these are all likely to house

MYSOs). Source Q is perhaps barely detected at 37µm

the the couple sigma level, but the emission is point-like.

Since it is not observed at any shorter wavelengths we

did not try to fit it with our SED models. Radio source

K is a diffuse patch of extended radio continuum, and

we detect slightly extended mid-infrared emission from

Sgr B2 4 on the southwest edge of its emission in the

SOFIA data, but only at 37µm. It is unclear if this is

emission leaking out of a less-extinguished part of radio

source K, or is in fact a true MYSO (it is not coincident

with any compact radio or mm cores, of which there are

many in this general area; Meng et al. 2022; Ginsburg

et al. 2018). Under the assumption that Sgr B2 4 is an

independent source, it is tenuously found to be a MYSO

from the SED fitting because said fits are based upon

a single nominal data point at 37µm (but it has highly

constraining upper and lower limits at the other wave-

lengths), however the source is coincident to with 2′′ of

methanol, formaldehyde, water and hydroxyl masers, so

it’s categorization as such a MYSO seems more certain.

In total, Sgr B2 has 11 sources identified as either an

MYSO or a Likely MYSO (46%). Based upon this num-

ber, we calculate a MYSO density of 0.07 MYSOs/pc2,

which is consistent with the value for NGC 3603 of

0.05 MYSOs/pc2, the least mid-infrared MYSO-dense

Galactic plane GH II region we have studied. This is

also almost half what we calculated for Sgr B1. This to-

tal number of confirmed and Likely MYSOs (11) is com-

parable to the MYSO content of the less-prolific GH II

regions W51A:G49.4-0.3 (10) and K3-50 (8). However,

using our worst-case lower limit scenario (as we discuss

for Sgr B1 above), we derive a slightly higher value

0.09 MYSOs/pc2, and similar to the lower limit we

calculated for Sgr B1. For the upper limit, if we in-

clude the Possible MYSOs with the confirmed and Likely

MYSOs (22 total), the value for Sgr B2 would rise to

0.14 MYSOs/pc2, comparable to the Sgr B1 upper limit

and just below the average for Galactic Plane GH II re-

gions. Also at 22 MYSOs, the total number of MYSOs

would be the same as one of the most prolific GH II

regions we have studied, W49A.

4.1.4.3. Sgr C Compact Sources

For the Sgr C GH II region we find, based upon the

results reported in Table 5, that of the 19 infrared com-

pact sources identified, 3 are confirmed to be MYSOs
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(16%) and another 3 are Likely MYSOs (16%). All

three of the confirmed MYSOs are sources found within

the IRDC located here, and all have methanol maser

emission (and/or formaldehyde masers and EGO emis-

sion) which are tracers of current massive star forma-

tion. Sgr C also has 5 Possible MYSOs (26%). We do

caution that 1 Likely MYSO (Sgr C 15) and 1 Possible

MYSO (Sgr C 16) are well-fit with MYSO SED models

but only two nominal data points used in the SED fit-

ting, so their confidence is less robust than the others in

their categories.

The absolute best model fits for the mid-infrared de-

tected sources in all of the Sgr C GH II region yield pro-

tostellar masses in the range m∗ =2–32M⊙ (Table 5),

which is approximately equivalent to a range of ZAMS

spectral type A2–O7 stars. Sgr C H3 and Sgr C 2 are

tied for being the highest mass sources at 32M⊙ for their

absolute best-fit mass, however, if we calculate the non-

weighted average mass from their groups of best fit mod-

els, Sgr C H3 is clearly more massive (30.4M⊙) than the

rest of the sources in the region. Consistent with this,

the brightest peak in the mid-infrared, is Sgr C H3 (572

mJy/pix at 25µm and 1305 mJy/pix at 37µm), how-

ever in terms of integrated brightness, Sgr C 8 is the

brightest source in the mid-infrared. Sgr C 8 is also the

brightest peak at 6 cm, which may not be surprising as

it lies near the center of the extended Sgr C H II region.

If we count just the confirmed and Likely MYSOs (6),

we measure a MYSO density of 0.08 MYSOs/pc2, which

is comparable to the value for confirmed and Likely

MYSOs in Sgr B2. For further comparison, 6 confirmed

and Likely MYSOs is comparable to the MYSO con-

tent of the less-prolific GH II regions M17 (7) and K3-50

(8). Deriving our worst-case lower limit MYSOs scenario

(as we discuss for Sgr B1 above), we derive a value of

0.09 MYSOs/pc2, very similar to the lower limit values

we derived for Sgr B2 (0.09 MYSOs/pc2) and Sgr B1

(0.08 MYSOs/pc2), but, again, still higher than the

value of 0.05 MYSOs/pc2 in NGC 3603 which we derived

in the least dense Galactic plane GH II region we have

studied. In our upper limit case where all Likely and

Possible MYSOs (8) are counted along with the 3 con-

firmed MYSOs we get a value of 0.14 MYSOs/pc2, which

again is similar to the upper limit cases for both Sgr B2

(0.14 MYSOs/pc2) and Sgr B1 (0.13 MYSOs/pc2) and

a little below the average of all GH II regions we have

studied thus far (0.18 MYSOs/pc2).

Despite these similarities, Sgr C is different than

Sgr B1 and Sgr B2 in that it has a high incidence of mid-

infrared sources that are suspected to not be MYSOs (8,

compared to 2 for both Sgr B1 and Sgr B2). The two

reasons for this are that half of these sources (Sgr C 1,

Sgr C 2, Sgr C 7, and Sgr C 10) have been observed spec-

troscopically by An et al. (2011) and shown not to have

the 15µm ice-shoulder indicative of a MYSO, and the

remaining four sources (Sgr C 4, Sgr C 9, Sgr C 13, and

Sgr C 14) not only have SED fits less than 8M⊙, but

they all have an average mass from all fits of less than

8M⊙ (with Sgr C 9 and Sgr C 13 both having max-

imum masses of only 4M⊙ in their range of best fits).

These four sources with lower mass fits are all well-fit by

the YSO fitting algorithm, and thus may be legitimate

low-mass YSOs. However, this higher incidence of mid-

infrared sources not being MYSOs may mean Sgr C has

an intrinsically different stellar population than Sgr B1

and Sgr B2, with potentially more interlopers and/or

low-mass YSOs present.

Of the 11 MYSO candidates (i.e., confirmed, Likely,

and Possible combined) in Sgr C, 5 (45%) are associ-

ated with obvious 6 cm and/or 20 cm continuum peaks:

Sgr C 5, Sgr C 8, Sgr C H3, Sgr C H1, and Sgr C 15

(Table 5). This, again, provides confirming evidence of

the MYSO nature of these sources. However, Sgr C 1,

Sgr C 7, and Sgr C 10 also have cm radio continuum

but do not have detected 15µm ice-shoulder indicative

of YSOs (An et al. 2011). Again, there are likely oc-

casional exceptions to the rule, and a small subset of

legitimate YSOs may lack this spectral ice feature, but

it is unlikely that this is the case for all three sources. It

would also be surprising if all sources were (proto)PNe

given their rarity. These sources, therefore would be

interesting to follow-up to determine their true nature.

There are only a few radio-defined sources in Sgr C

(see Figure 10), the main Sgr C H II region, and the

UCH II regions G359.436-0.102 (our source Sgr C H3)

and G359.425-0.111 (Forster & Caswell 2000). Of

these, the G359.425-0.111 UCH II region is the only

source without a detected mid-infrared component in

the SOFIA data. Sgr C 6 is interesting in that there

is no radio continuum emission detected at its mid-

infrared peak, however this source lies near (at least in

projection) the non-thermal radio filament and there ap-

pears to be a ring of radio continuum emission around

the source at both 6 and 20 cm (Figure 10). However,

Sgr C 15 is also coincident with the non-thermal fila-

ment and has peaks at both 6 and 20 cm, but the third

mid-infrared source in/near the non-thermal filament is

Sgr C 16 which has no obvious radio emission.

When this manuscript was in an advanced state, a

study by Crowe et al. (2024) that was based upon

SED modeling using a combination of this SOFIA-

FORCAST data and JWST-NIRCam data, claim that

Sgr C H3 (their G359.44a), Sgr C H4 (their G359.44b),

and Sgr C 11 (their G359.42a) are MYSOs. In the work
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presented here, the first two are confirmed MYSOs, and

the third is considered a Possible MYSO.

4.2. Physical Properties of Extended Sub-Regions:

Evolutionary Analysis and Status

In our previous studies, we used the radio continuum

maps to help us determine where the different extended

sub-regions were that make up the larger GH II re-

gion. These sub-regions were believed to be the star-

forming molecular clumps within the larger molecular

cloud hosting the GH II because they not only had sim-

ilar morphologies in their mid-infrared emission, but in

their CO emission (e.g., 13CO J = 1− 0) and cold dust

(far-infrared continuum) emission as well. The CO and

mid- to far-infrared data allowed us to derive kinematic

and evolutionary information for each sub-region. The

relative ages of these regions were then used to infer

something about the origin of the GH II region and/or

how it has evolved to its present appearance.

However, we see that the radio continuum regions

within Sgr B1, Sgr B2, and Sgr C have little to no cor-

respondence to the clumps and structures seen in CO

emission data, nor in the far-infrared/sub-mm contin-

uum. In particular, we find that there is no CO or

far-infrared emission corresponding directly with any

large radio structure in the GH II regions of Sgr B1

or Sgr C. Sgr C does have CO and far-infrared emission

corresponding to the IRDC, but this structure itself has

no radio continuum emission and, more importantly, no

mid-infrared emission for us to perform our normal anal-

yses.

We identified two molecular clumps in Sgr B2,

Sgr B2 Main and Sgr B2 V, to apply evolutionary anal-

ysis similar to our GH II regions. Notably, Sgr B2 V

is likely unassociated with Sgr B2 (§ 3.1.2), leaving

Sgr B2 Main as the sole clump for analysis. Our method-

ology involved deriving clump masses through pixel-

by-pixel graybody fits to Herschel data and calculating

bolometric luminosities with two-temperature fits across

various bands. Background fluxes were adjusted per res-

olution and environmental emission, with virial proper-

ties calculated from 13CO(1-0) data (Oka et al. 1998).

For further details of methodologies, refer to previous

papers (e.g., Paper I).

Sgr B2 Main has an unusually low virial parameter

(αvir ≈ 0.23), suggesting it may be among the youngest

molecular clumps in our sample of all GH II regions.

It also has extreme extinction and a high mass sur-

face density of approximately 3.5 g/cm², which aligns

with its early evolutionary state near a IRDC. No-

tably, this mass surface density corresponds to an ap-

proximate extinction of ∼ 787mag in AV (adopting

1 g cm−2 = AV /224.8mag; Kainulainen & Tan 2013;

Lim et al. 2016). This extinction value aligns well with

the high extinction (AV > 500mag) derived for a nearby

point source Sgr B2 4 from YSO fitting results (see Ta-

ble 4). However, Sgr B2 Main’s high L/M value (≈ 580)

contrasts with other low αvir clumps, such as G49.5-

0.4 b of W51A (where αvir ≈ 0.18 and L/M ≈ 26),

and is likely due to contamination from photodissocia-

tion regions (PDRs). The bright mid-infrared and 20 cm

emission in Sgr B2 Main support this interpretation,

as PDR influence can artificially raise near and mid-

infrared fluxes, increasing the bolometric luminosity –

a trend also noted in our previous GH II studies (e.g.,

Paper II).

The evolutionary histories of Sgr B and Sgr C are

much harder to understand from the present observa-

tions than our previous studies of GH II regions far

from the Galactic Center and in the spiral arms of the

Galactic disk. This is because, for regions further out in

the Galactic plane, young stars do not stray from their

birthplaces within the host giant molecular cloud. How-

ever for Sgr B and Sgr C, which are only 100 and 90 pc,

respectively, from the Galactic Center (Paper IV), this

does not seem to be the case. It only takes ∼5Myr for

an object at the locations of Sgr B and Sgr C to ro-

tate around the Galactic Center, assuming both regions

have a circular velocity of ∼110 km/s (Sormani et al.

2022), which is fraction of a stellar lifetime. At these

Galactic Center distances, stars will stray much quicker

from their birth places; even bound star clusters could

dissolve in ∼30Myr (Portegies Zwart et al. 2001). Fur-

thermore, the turbulent crossing time of typical molec-

ular clouds in the CMZ is ∼0.3Myr (Kauffmann et al.

2017), and therefore the feedback from star formation

will change them over timescales longer than this (Lu

et al. 2019b). This indicates that, although many of the

MYSOs we are detecting are likely young and may still

be in a phase before the onset of radio continuum emis-

sion – making them too youthful to have strayed far

from their birthplaces – their natal environments may

have already undergone significant changes. This could

potentially be one reason behind the lack of correlation

of molecular material and the mid-infrared and radio

continuum.

4.2.1. The Nature of the Ionized Emission in Sgr B1,
Sgr B2, and Sgr C

In our previous studies, the GH II regions were ion-

ized and heated primarily by revealed or nascent massive

stars that were born in situ within the molecular clouds

hosting the GH II regions. However, it appears that in

Sgr B there are several ionizing Wolf-Rayet (WR) and O

supergiant stars that are sufficiently evolved that they
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have lived long enough to have at least encircled the

Galactic Center once. Likewise, Clark et al. (2021) find

that Sgr C contains two highly ionizing WR stars.

In just Sgr B1, Mauerhan et al. (2010) and Clark et al.

(2021) find a total of 3 WR and one O supergiant star,

which are visible as point sources in the IRAC data. One

is situated in the center of the the shell of Source I, and

the other is situated west of the Ionized Rim (Figure 4).

Given their locations on the sky, it may be that these

two evolved but powerful objects are ionizing Source I

and the Ionized Rim. Simpson et al. (2021) state that

the four evolved stars in Sgr B1 account for a combined

Lyman continuum photon rate of 1.4 × 1050 s−1. They

state that this is half the amount needed to power the

entire Sgr B1 GH II region, which they claim has a total

of 3 × 1050 s−1. However, we calculate, based on radio

continuum observations, an observed Lyman continuum

photon rate for Sgr B1 of N ′
LyC = 2.0×1050 s−1 in Pa-

per IV, meaning the WR stars would account for almost

three quarters of the total ionizing photons in the Sgr B1

GH II region. Though observations by Nogueras-Lara

et al. (2022) suggest that Sgr B1 may have an excess of

stars <60Myr old, Simpson et al. (2018) speculate that

Sgr B1 is not ionized by a central cluster, and instead

claim that these interlopers are now presently ionizing

the molecular material and may be triggering present

star formation. These more evolved stars likely were

formed in a different cluster elsewhere in the CMZ and

already orbited the GC and are now recent interlopers

to the Sgr B1 region.

In Sgr C, one of the two WR stars (2MASS J17443734-

2927557) is fairly centrally located within the main

Sgr C H II region and visible in the Spitzer IRAC im-

ages (Figure 10). This star is believed to be a WC8-

9 star, and these stars typically have luminosities of

2.5−4.0×105 L⊙, which alone is similar to the luminos-

ity of the entire Sgr C H II region (LHII = 4× 105 L⊙;

Liszt & Spiker 1995). The second WR star is similarly

thought to be a WC8-9 star, and lies 75′′ northeast of

the center of the Sgr C H II region (i.e., just outside its

∼ 70′′ radio continuum radius). Though Nogueras-Lara

(2024) find the Sgr C region has a significant population

of young stars around 20 Myr old, like Sgr B1, Sgr C may

not be predominantly ionized by a stellar cluster, but

rather the two evolved stars alone could be responsible

for the vast majority of the ionization within the Sgr C

GH II region. Given that the WC stars discussed have

ages of about 3-8Myr (Meynet 1995), these two stars, as

is the case for Sgr B1, likely did not form in-situ to the

clumps they are now ionizing. The relationship between

the tip finger-shaped IRDC and the H II region is not

well understood, but it may be that the WC interloper

may be externally heating and ionizing this IRDC fin-

ger, creating the H II region we see, and perhaps even

triggering the star formation in the IRDC.

As we have just suggested for Sgr C, there is also some

speculation (Mauerhan et al. 2010; Clark et al. 2021)

that perhaps these interloper stars in Sgr B1 have trig-

gered the collapse of that region’s clouds and clumps on

their journeys through the Sgr B1 region. Though all

of Sgr B1 and the ionized regions of Sgr C appear to

lack dense molecular material and cold dust, they may

have had widespread but diffuse material that was held

apart by high turbulence which were then triggered to

collapse by these passing interloper stars. Additionally,

these interlopers are massive enough to ionize these re-

gions as they move through them, and as we mentioned,

this may be causing much of the more wide-spread radio

continuum emission we see.

The situation is different for Sgr B2. There is one

evolved O supergiant star located almost equidistant

between Sgr B2 7, Sgr B2 10, and Sgr B2 12 (Fig-

ure 6). However, this star is located ∼2.5′ southeast

of Sgr B2 Main and is coincident with an extended in-

frared emission region, but no substantial radio contin-

uum emission. It therefore likely contributes little to the

radio-defined Lyman continuum photon rate of Sgr B2,

which is dominated by the contributions from the many

compact H II regions. An additional WR star is also

found in G0.6-0.0.

Finally, though GH II regions are dominated by ther-

mal emission, there is increasing evidence that inte-

grated radio flux of H II regions in general may have

a substantial non-thermal component (e.g., Garay et al.

1996; Mücke et al. 2002). Cosmic ray ionization is po-

tentially one of the leading sources of non-thermal emis-

sion (Padovani et al. 2019), and may be particularly

enhanced in CMZ H II regions (Meng et al. 2019; Bally

et al. 2024). Indeed, the CMZ on large scales has been

measured to have typically 2 orders of magnitude higher

cosmic ray ionization rates than in the Solar galactic

environment (Henshaw et al. 2023). However, this cos-

mic ray flux becomes too attenuated when penetrating

the embedded star-forming environments of molecular

clouds, and instead it is believed that relativistically-

accelerated electrons within H II region shocks may

be a dominant source of locally-generated non-thermal

emission (Padovani et al. 2019). Since the strength of

this non-thermal emission is dependent upon magnetic

field strength, it has been conjectured that the gener-

ally stronger magnetic fields of the CMZ (∼1mG vs.

1 − 100µG in the Solar neighborhood; Henshaw et al.

2023) may lead to an enhanced non-thermal component

in CMZ GH II regions (Bally et al. 2024). Evidence sup-



34 De Buizer et al.

porting this idea comes from Meng et al. (2019), who

measured a 60% non-thermal component to the radio

flux of Sgr B2 DS, and Bally et al. (2024) who find that

the Sgr C GH II region seems to be riddled with small-

scale (sub-parsec) non-thermal filaments. Therefore, in

addition to the ionizing emission contributed by evolved

interloper stars, another difference in the total measured

ionized flux in CMZ GH II regions versus Galactic plane

GH II regions is the potentially much larger level of non-

thermal emission that comes from cosmic rays acceler-

ated locally.

4.2.2. Are Sgr B1, Sgr B2, and Sgr C bonafide
GH IIegions?

The most basic definition of a GH II region is a source

that exceeds a Lyman continuum photon rate ofNLyC =

1050 photons/sec. However, the naive assumption is that

when a region has this Lyman continuum photon flux,

it is due to the presence of a cluster of massive ionizing

stars either recently formed from or is presently forming

within a host giant molecular cloud. Thus, the moniker

“GH II regions” is generally taken to be synonymous

with young H II regions hosting the most powerful sites

of massive star formation in a galaxy (e.g., Smith et al.

1978; Conti & Crowther 2004).

With their lack of molecular material and scarcity of

cold dust, both Sgr B1 and Sgr C are peculiar compared

to GH II regions that are located in the Galaxy’s spiral

arms. As we have mentioned, for all seven GH II regions

in our prior studies, emission from the material of the

host giant molecular cloud (as traced by Herschel 160,

250, 350, and 500 µm dust emission as well as emission

lines of molecular species) was intermingled with the

radio continuum and/or mid-infrared continuum emis-

sion, and for all GH II regions even had very similar

morphology. A lack of molecular gas and cold dust is

usually associated with older and evolved massive star

clusters. Indeed, Conti & Crowther (2004) rejected some

bright radio sources from their final GH II census due

to them being much older regions that lacked molecu-

lar gas (i.e., Westerlund 1). Given their high levels of

present star formation and the rapidity in which these

CMZ regions evolve, it would be hard to classify Sgr B1

and Sgr C as old GH II regions. Therefore, one could

make an argument that these sources may represent a

new class of GH II region. Conversely, however, if we

combine the lack of cold dust/molecular material with

the fact that the origin of the high Lyman continuum

photon rate for both of these regions is due to evolved

interloper stars, Sgr B1 and Sgr C do not fit the classical

picture of GH II regions, nor our previous observations

of GH II regions. Therefore, even though Sgr B1 and

Sgr C contain MYSOs at stellar densities similar to pre-

viously studied GH II regions, based upon these other

non-conformant properties, one could reasonably argue

that Sgr B1 and Sgr C are not legitimate GH II regions.

Sgr B2, on the other hand, which wasn’t in our prior

GH II region census, is rich in molecular material and

surrounded by cold dust, and presently undergoing very

rigorous massive star formation. However, though it is

extremely bright in its radio continuum emission and has

a very high Lyman continuum photon rate (log(NLyC)

= 51.04 s−1), it appears to have relatively little mid-

infrared emission. This could be due to the fact that

there is an extremely high level of local and galactic ex-

tinction towards this region, or that it is a very youthful

starburst region in the process of generating its first-

generation massive star cluster out of an infrared dark

cloud (or a combination of both). In any case, this lack

of bright near-to-mid-infrared emission was the original

reason for it being excluded from our GH II source list.

Given all of observable characteristics of Sgr B2 other

than it’s overall level of mid-infrared emission (i.e., very

high NLyC ; typical MYSO stellar density; coincidence

of mid-infrared, far-infrared, cm radio continuum, and

molecular material) it certainly seems to better fit the

classical definition of a GH II region than Sgr B1 or

Sgr C. Or perhaps given the fact that there is so little

extended radio continuum emission, and given it’s ap-

parent extreme youth, one might instead consider Sgr B2

to be a proto-GH II region.

Since massive star forming regions are typically quite

bright in the mid-infrared, one would assume that iden-

tifying GH II regions based in part on their 12-100µm

fluxes, as was done by Conti & Crowther (2004), would

seem reasonable. However, Sgr B1, Sgr B2, and Sgr C

show the limitations of using this method when trying

to determine whether a source fits this classical idea of

a GH II region. These idiosyncrasies of Sgr B1, Sgr B2,

and Sgr C compared to our previously studied GH II re-

gions may be simply be due in large part to the bizarre

environment of the Galactic Central region. However,

it may also be reasonable to conclude that any surveys

searching for GH II regions (either within our Galaxy

or in external galaxies) should cross-correlate the ra-

dio continuum data with molecular (e.g., CO) and/or

cold dust (e.g., Herschel 250µm) maps, which appear

to be better indicators of host giant molecular clouds

(and thus, ongoing massive star forming regions) than

the mid-infrared.

5. SUMMARY

In this, our seventh paper from our mid-infrared imag-

ing survey of Milky Way GH II regions, we used SOFIA-

FORCAST 25 and 37µm images with ≲3′′ spatial res-
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olution that covered the entire mid-infrared and radio

continuum emitting areas of three GH II regions in the

Milky Way’s Central Molecular Zone: Sgr B1, Sgr B2,

and Sgr C. We compared these SOFIA-FORCAST im-

ages with previous multi-wavelength observations from

various ground- and space-based telescopes in order to

discern the morphological and physical properties of

these regions. Our previous studies of have shown that,

at our SOFIA wavelengths, the majority of the com-

pact mid-infrared sources we find are harboring massive

young stars that are presently in the act of forming.

However, the closeness of these particular GH II regions

to the Galactic Center means that these regions are

subject to rapid dynamical and environmental changes

atypical for GH II regions farther out in the Galactic

plane. The practical upshot of this is that Sgr B and

Sgr C may contain a much higher incidence of evolved

interloper stars masquerading (in terms of their near-to-

far infrared SEDs) as MYSOs. We argue that while the

uncertainty of any particular source as and MYSO can-

didate in the Galactic Center GH II regions is higher

(in the absence of evidence beyond merely having a

MYSO-like SED), overall we still expect the majority

of our sources to indeed be MYSOs and, indeed, we

have evidence for several sources indicating that they

are in fact MYSOs. Additionally, we compared the more

global properties of these three CMZ GH II regions to

the GH II regions we previously studied farther out in

the Galactic plane. In many ways, the CMZ GH II re-

gions are similar to those in the Galactic plane, however

Sgr B1 and Sgr C are fundamentally different in several

respects. Below we describe these results in more detail,

and itemize the other major take-aways from this study.

1) In the whole of Sgr B, which includes both Sgr B1

and Sgr B2 GH II regions, and their nearby surround-

ing areas, a total of 53 compact mid-infrared sources

are found, of which 11 are considered to be confirmed

MYSOs via SED fitting of their infrared photometry

and the presence of definitive MYSO tracers, such as

methanol masers. We categorize a further 20 sources

as Likely MYSOs based upon SED fitting of their in-

frared photometry and the presence of cm continuum

radio emission, with an additional 17 categorized as Pos-

sible MYSOs based solely upon SED fitting alone. In the

whole of Sgr C, which includes the Sgr C GH II region

and its nearby surroundings covered by the SOFIA data,

a total of 47 compact mid-infrared sources are found, of

which only 4 are considered to be confirmed MYSOs,

with 7 categorized as Likely MYSOs, and 18 Possible

MYSOs. In total, within all of the fields covered in

our SOFIA-FORCAST data, we have identified 77 CMZ

MYSO candidates.

2) Within the confines of just the Sgr B1 GH II re-

gion, we find 18 compact mid-infrared sources for which

we believe 16 (89%) to be either MYSOs (3) or MYSO

candidates (12 Likely MYSOs and 1 Possible MYSO).

Source Sgr B1 D has the highest mass at 32M⊙, as de-

rived from the best fit MYSO model, and highest aver-

age mass (37M⊙) from the group of best fit models. It is

also the brightest compact source at cm radio continuum

wavelengths, as well as the brightest source at 25 and

37µm. The extended radio continuum emission com-

prising the GH II region and the extended mid-infrared

continuum emission as seen by SOFIA are fairly well-

matched across all of Sgr B1.

3) Within the confines of just the Sgr B2 GH II re-

gion, we find 24 compact mid-infrared sources for which

we believe 16 (92%) to be either MYSOs (7) or MYSO

candidates (4 Likely MYSOs and 11 Possible MYSO).

Sgr B2 H (a.k.a. Sgr B2 South) has highest average

mass (50M⊙) from the group of best fit models, and

is believed to be the most massive mid-infrared source

in Sgr B2. Consistent with this claim, Sgr B2 H is

the brightest peak at 37µm as well as 70µm (after

Sgr B2 Main, which is not considered a compact source).

Extinction appears to be extremely high to the west of

Sgr B2 Main as we do not see any mid-infrared emission

from prominent radio continuum sources K, Q, W, Y,

and Z even at 37µm. Furthermore, we have many more

Possible MYSOs in Sgr B2 (46%) than in Sgr B1 (6%),

mostly due to a higher portion of compact mid-infrared

sources with no detected cm radio continuum emission.

This may mean that Sgr B2 has a larger percentage of

MYSOs at a more youthful stage prior to the onset of a

ultracompact H II region than Sgr B1, which is perhaps

in keeping with the idea that Sgr B2 is a more youthful

star-forming environment overall.

4) Within the confines of just the Sgr C GH II re-

gion, we find 19 compact mid-infrared sources for which

we believe 11 (58%) to be either MYSOs (3) or MYSO

candidates (3 Likely MYSOs and 5 Possible MYSO).

Sources Sgr C 2 and Sgr C H3 (a.k.a. G359.44a) are

tied with the highest mass at 32M⊙ (as derived from

the best fit MYSO model). Sgr C H3 , however, has

the highest average mass fit (30M⊙) and also has also

highest peak brightness in the SOFIA data at 25 and

37µm. Sgr C differs from Sgr B1 and Sgr B2 in a much

lower percentage of combined MYSO and MYSO candi-

dates as well as a much higher percentage of mid-infrared

sources that are confirmed as not being MYSOs (46%,

compared to 11% for Sgr B1 and 8% for Sgr B2). Half

(4) of the non-MYSO sources lack the 15.4µm spectral

ice feature indicative of a MYSO, and other half (4) have

SED fits that indicate they are low-mass YSOs (or per-
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haps red giant or AGB interlopers/foreground objects).

Furthermore, the only mid-infrared sources confirmed to

be MYSOs are all located within the tip of the IRDC

present here.

5) Despite several distinct differences between the

three regions, they are have very similar lower and up-

per limits for their MYSO stellar density estimates. Our

worst-case scenario estimates yield MYSO stellar den-

sity values of 0.08, 0.09, and 0.09MYSOs/pc2 for Sgr B1,

Sgr B2, and Sgr C, respectively. Our most optimistic up-

per limit estimates are 0.13, 0.14, and 0.14MYSOs/pc2.

Both limits are in the range (0.05–0.29MYSOs/pc2) of

the GH II regions we have studied previously, but both

are both also less than the average (0.18MYSOs/pc2).

This result is consistent with the perception that CMZ

star forming regions do not appear to be as prolific as

one might expect, however they are indeed presently

producing MYSOs at a rate consistent with GH II re-

gions further out in the Galactic plane, albeit at the rate

below the average. Additionally, the fact that MYSO

stellar density values are comparable across all three

CMZ GH II regions is perhaps surprising given that

Sgr B2 is thought to be a much more prolific star for-

mation environment than the others, and differences in

extinction between the regions is surely a factor.

6) The MYSO with the highest best fit mass of 64M⊙
for Sgr B2 is consistent with several of the other GH II

regions we have studied farther out in the Galactic plane.

In particular W51A:G49.4-0.3, M17, and NGC 3603 all

top out with MYSOs having 64M⊙ for their best fit

masses. However, the most massive MYSOs found in

both Sgr B1 and Sgr C are only 32M⊙, which would

place them at the bottom of the rankings above only

DR 7, whose status as a GH II region is questionable.

Since the most massive member of a cluster informs us

as to the likely underlying cluster mass function, this

is another indication that the present star formation in

Sgr B1 and Sgr C may be less prolific than Sgr B2. It

may also indicate that while the CMZ GH II regions

appear similar in many ways to Galactic GH II regions,

it may be more difficult to form the highest mass O stars

here.

7) For all of our previously studied GH II regions, their

morphologies were similar in hot and cold dust emis-

sion (as traced by the SOFIA-FORCAST and Herschel-

PACS/SPIRE data) and in their ionized gas emission

(traced by cm radio continuum), as well as in their

molecular gas emission (in maps like 13CO J = 1 − 0).

However, in Sgr B1 and Sgr C, as well as (but to a lesser

degree) Sgr B2, we have good morphological correspon-

dence between cm radio continuum emission and 25–

70µm emission, but sources and features seen at these

these wavelengths do not display any emission from cold

dust (≳160µm) or molecular material. Sgr B2 and Sgr C

do have molecular gas and cold dust reservoirs (in the

form of IRDCs) for continued star formation, however

Sgr B1 does not.

8) Sgr B1 contains 3 Wolf-Rayet and one evolved O

supergiant, and Sgr C contains two Wolf-Rayet stars. In

both Sgr B1 and Sgr C it appears that the dominant con-

tribution to the overall Lyman continuum photon rate to

the GH II regions is by the ionization provided by these

evolved interloper stars that were very likely not even

formed from the same material as the presently form-

ing stars in each region. It could be that the Sgr B1

GH II region, and most of the Sgr C GH II region, were

interspersed by diffuse material held apart by high tur-

bulence and were triggered to collapse into the present

mid-infrared structures and MYSOs by the passing of

these interloper stars. This could account for the lack

of dense molecular material and cold dust directly as-

sociated with these features and MYSOs. Additionally,

these interlopers are ionizing their immediate surround-

ings as they move through these regions, and may be

causing much of the more wide-spread radio continuum

emission we see there.

9) For the Sgr B1 and Sgr C GH II regions, given

the anti-correlation between the location of the over-

whelming majority of their hot dust/ionized emission

and the location of cold dust/molecular material, these

two sources may represent a new category of GH II re-

gion. Further evidence of their nonconforming character

comes from the fact that they are most likely predomi-

nantly ionized by stars not of their own making. Both

characteristics may be in large part due to the fact that

everything is moving swiftly around the Galactic Cen-

ter at the small Galactic radii of the Sgr B1 and Sgr C

orbits, as well as the generally highly turbulent environ-

ment of the CMZ. On the other hand, since the naive as-

sumption is that GH II regions are the result of clusters

of massive stars forming from, and still residing within,

their natal giant molecular clouds, one could argue that

instead of being a new category of GH II region, that

Sgr B1 and Sgr C are not legitimate GH II regions at

all.
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Table 6. Spitzer-IRAC Observational Parameters of Sources in Sgr B1

3.6µm 4.5µm 5.8µm 8.0µm

Source Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg

(′′) (mJy) (mJy) (′′) (mJy) (mJy) (′′) (mJy) (mJy) (′′) (mJy) (mJy)

Compact Sources

Sgr B1 A 4.8 101 51.0 6.0 218 135 6.0 736 412 6.0 1960 1270

Sgr B1 C 6.0 676 603 6.0 780 704 6.0 1510 1230 7.2 2730 1860

Sgr B1 D 8.4 803 626 8.4 989 800 9.6 3400 2160 9.6 8760 5740

Sgr B1 1 8.4 234 42.3 8.4 296 75.3 8.4 1050 247 8.4 4970 1190

Sgr B1 2 4.8 <65.5 UR 4.8 <77.5 UR 4.8 340 90.6 4.8 793 190

Sgr B1 F 4.8 <141 UR 4.8 114 62.3 4.8 435 206 4.8 912 405

Sgr B1 G 7.2 431 322 7.2 507 361 8.4 1320 542 8.4 2520 798

Sgr B1 H 4.8 37.9 6.63 4.8 54.6 18.4 6.0 319 98.0 8.4 1440 466

Sgr B1 3 6.0 808 746 sat sat sat 7.2 10500 9920 sat sat sat

Sgr B1 4 4.8 58.7 UD 4.8 <75.4 UD 4.8 336 44.9 4.8 808 20.0

Sgr B1 5 6.0 89.9 10.1 6.0 157 14.8 6.0 572 75.9 6.0 1350 277

Sgr B1 6 4.8 60.5 4.28 4.8 119 19.7 4.8 356 32.0 4.8 875 85.5

Sgr B1 7 4.8 93.4 21.9 4.8 159 27.3 6.0 659 69.3 6.0 1560 241

Sgr B1 8 7.2 155 28.6 7.2 213 44.6 7.2 827 98.7 7.2 1970 229

Sgr B1 9 7.2 304 130 7.2 354 107 7.2 970 141 7.2 2050 244

Sgr B1 10 7.2 273 116 7.2 357 167 7.2 862 274 9.6 2890 768

Sgr B1 11 4.8 85.6 29.0 4.8 135 54.4 7.2 948 184 7.2 2150 441

Sgr B1 12 8.4 268 93.3 8.4 330 151 8.4 1120 250 10.8 4060 1030

Extended Sources

Ionized Bar 143x40 <8.15 UD 143x40 <8.01 con 143x40 <24.2 con 143x40 51000 41200

Ionized Rim 64x114 <7.97 con 64x114 <8.80 con 64x114 <28.7 con 64x114 65200 54500

Sgr B1 Ext1 26.0 <2.27 con 26.0 <2.54 con 26.0 8940 6610 26.0 21000 16300

Sgr B1 E 23.0 <3.18 con 23.0 4460 3250 23.0 15000 12200 23.0 36900 30600

Sgr B1 I 35.0 <5.12 con 35.0 7410 3920 35.0 21500 16800 35.0 49200 39000

Sgr B1 J 28x80 <2.03 UD 28x80 <2.13 UD 28x80 <6.67 UD 28x80 13900 8710

Note—Entries with “sat” means the sources are themselves saturated in that band or are affected by array saturation effects from nearby
bright sources. Entries with “con” means that the total measured emission is dominated by contamination from (most likely foreground)
stars. For upper limits, UR means the source is unresolved from a much brighter nearby source or extended emission, and UD means
the source is not undetected. For all undetected sources (as well as unresolved sources), there is significant background emission or
contamination from nearby sources that the flux upper limit given is the measured flux in the indicated aperture. For saturated sources,
we use the point source saturation fluxes of 190, 200, 1400, and 740mJy at 3.6, 4.5, 5.8, and 8.0µm, respectively (from the Spitzer
Observer’s Manual, Version 7.1.), as lower limits in the SED modeling.

APPENDIX

A. DATA RELEASE

The FITS images used in this study are publicly avail-

able in the Dataverse (Lim 2019). This repository in-

cludes the versions of the SOFIA-FORCAST 25 and

37µm final image mosaics (of both Sgr B and Sgr C and

their exposure maps) that were used in our analyses pre-

sented here. The data for Sgr B were cropped from the

larger Galactic Center mosaic of Hankins et al. (2020)

with additional background correction (see Section 2),

however the Sgr C mosaics were created specifically for

this study, and cover a larger area around Sgr C than

was covered in the Hankins et al. (2020) mosaic.

B. ADDITIONAL PHOTOMETRY OF SOURCES IN

SGR B1, SGR B2, AND SGR C

As stated in Section 4.1, in addition to the fluxes

derived from the SOFIA-FORCAST data, we derived

additional aperture photometry values for all compact

sources using archival Spitzer-IRAC data at 3.6, 4.5, 5.8,

and 8.0µm, as well as Herschel-PACS data at 70 and

160µm. Like the FORCAST data, we applied the same

optimal extraction technique to the Spitzer data. How-

ever, performing the optimal extraction technique on the

Herschel-PACS data failed for all sources due to con-

tamination from extended emission from other nearby

sources and/or bright environmental emission. For the

contaminated compact sources in the Herschel-PACS
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Table 7. Spitzer-IRAC Observational Parameters of Sources in Sgr B2

3.6µm 4.5µm 5.8µm 8.0µm

Source Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg

(′′) (mJy) (mJy) (′′) (mJy) (mJy) (′′) (mJy) (mJy) (′′) (mJy) (mJy)

Compact Sources

Sgr B2 1 4.8 <10.8 UD 4.8 14.9 1.43 4.8 70.5 10.7 4.8 167 34.4

Sgr B2 2 6.0 <77.3 UD 6.0 <105 UD 6.0 <174 UD 6.0 <237 UD

Sgr B2 3 4.8 <16.1 UD 4.8 <18.8 UD 4.8 <78.8 UD 4.8 <152 UD

Sgr B2 AA 4.8 <18.0 UD 4.8 30.2 17.2 6.0 155 62.3 6.0 336 153

Sgr B2 4 8.4 <104 UD 8.4 <88.5 UD 8.4 <190 UD 8.4 <242 UD

Sgr B2 H 6.0 69.3 40.7 6.0 216 181 6.0 496 359 6.0 772 517

Sgr B2 5 4.8 29.5 11.6 4.8 32.9 13.9 4.8 126 32.1 4.8 273 88.0

Sgr B2 6 4.8 43.6 26.2 4.8 30.2 17.3 4.8 75.1 13.4 4.8 138 17.0

Sgr B2 BB 9.6 <117 UD 9.6 148 91.1 12.0 610 273 12.0 1440 840

Sgr B2 L 6.0 <26.7 UD 6.0 32.2 12.8 7.2 147 41.5 7.2 237 69.4

Sgr B2 7 6.0 <33.2 UD 6.0 <30.6 UD 6.0 131 11.8 6.0 281 33.8

Sgr B2 O 7.2 <35.7 UD 7.2 52.6 17.2 8.4 255 58.9 8.4 581 166

Sgr B2 8 7.2 45.9 13.5 7.2 60.4 24.4 8.4 280 94.6 8.4 657 268

Sgr B2 9 4.8 <28.8 UD 4.8 38.7 11.1 4.8 109 29.4 6.0 312 90.9

Sgr B2 P 4.8 29.5 8.75 4.8 63.5 45.3 7.2 278 131 7.2 715 397

Sgr B2 R 9.6 86.1 16.1 9.6 196 115 10.8 729 362 10.8 2070 1330

Sgr B2 10 4.8 54.8 26.1 6.0 128 68.5 6.0 328 149 6.0 729 303

Sgr B2 11 4.8 44.6 24.6 6.0 57.6 22.9 6.0 150 28.4 6.0 333 90.9

Sgr B2 12 4.8 35.8 7.42 4.8 49.5 10.5 7.2 334 285 7.2 742 93.2

Sgr B2 13 4.8 27.1 4.69 4.8 36.1 10.7 4.8 159 18.6 7.2 674 165

Sgr B2 14 9.6 217 141 9.6 296 186 9.6 721 347 9.6 1540 586

Sgr B2 15 6.0 781 729 6.0 1020 958 6.0 1960 1730 6.0 1430 967

Sgr B2 16 6.0 78.4 35.8 6.0 89.2 46.0 8.4 614 305 8.4 1190 519

Sgr B2 17 8.4 120 17.6 9.6 257 84.5 9.6 683 145 9.6 1640 497

Extended Sources

Sgr B2 V 27.0 <1.00 con 27.0 1760 1310 27.0 5290 3220 27.0 12800 10400

Sgr B2 Main 27.0 <0.918 UD 27.0 <0.983 con 27.0 <3.18 con 27.0 4860 2510

Sgr B2 Ext1 28x50 <0.831 UD 28x50 <1.02 con 28x50 3250 1910 28x50 7720 5260

Sgr B2 Ext2 197.0 <1.07 con 197.0 1540 1080 197.0 3720 2140 197.0 8010 6270

Note—See table notes from Table 6.

data, we used an aperture that best fit the largest size

of the source at any wavelength to derive flux estimates

within the aperture, but do not derive background-

subtracted photometry values.

Table 6, Table 7, and Table 8 list the photometry

values we derived from the Spitzer-IRAC data for all

sources within Sgr B1, Sgr B2, and Sgr C, respectively.

Table 9, Table 10, and Table 11 give the photometry val-

ues from the Herschel-PACS data for all sources within

Sgr B1, Sgr B2, and Sgr C, respectively.

C. OBSERVATIONAL AND DERIVED

PARAMETERS FOR OTHER REGIONS

COVERED IN THE SOFIA DATA

Within the confines of the FORCAST data covering

the Sgr B1 and Sgr B2 GH II regions, there is an ad-

ditional region named G0.6-0.0 where we find several

MYSO candidates. Since knowledge of the existence

of any YSOs in the Galactic Central Molecular Zone

is of interest, we have derived photometry values and

run SED models for all MYSO candidates in G0.6-0.0.

Likewise, we defined three regions likely not directly re-

lated to the Sgr C GH II region but close enough to be

within the confines of our FORCAST maps: G359.38-

0.08, G359.42-0.02, and G359.50-0.09. All four of these

satellite regions also contain MYSO candidates, and so

they too have had their photometry values measured

and modeled.

For all four regions, Table 12 gives the photometry

data for all sources identified in the SOFIA-FORCAST

data. Table 13 and Table 14 give the photometry infor-

mation for those same sources from the Spitzer-IRAC

data and Herschel-PACS data, respectively. While the

resultant physical values of the SED model fitting are

given in Table 15 for all satellite regions, Figure 17 dis-

plays the SED plots for all compact mid-infrared sources
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Table 8. Spitzer-IRAC Observational Parameters of Sources in Sgr C

3.6µm 4.5µm 5.8µm 8.0µm

Source Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg

(′′) (mJy) (mJy) (′′) (mJy) (mJy) (′′) (mJy) (mJy) (′′) (mJy) (mJy)

Compact Sources

Sgr C 1 3.0 22.9 4.17 4.2 49.2 13.4 5.4 413 75.2 7.2 1910 304

Sgr C 2 8.4 292 128 9.0 431 211 10.8 1680 441 12.0 5130 1090

Sgr C 3 6.0 <101 UR 6.0 118 46.1 6.0 445 67.1 6.6 1370 113

Sgr C 4 4.8 <58.6 UR 4.8 <58.5 UR 4.8 322 41.6 5.4 1080 72.0

Sgr C 5 10.2 <3000 UR 10.2 <355 UD 10.2 1580 251 10.8 4540 632

Sgr C 6 4.8 53.0 14.5 6.0 113 46.9 7.8 764 128 8.4 2190 297

Sgr C 7 3.0 25.6 8.86 4.8 64.4 14.7 6.0 471 59.6 6.0 1310 157

Sgr C 8 7.2 <159 UD 7.2 <182 UD 7.2 668 98.4 8.4 2450 385

Sgr C 9 4.2 <31.7 UD 4.2 <33.5 UD 4.2 <189 UD 4.2 521 103

Sgr C 10 4.2 35.4 14.3 4.2 64.2 32.5 4.8 342 87.4 4.8 916 200

Sgr C 11 3.0 126 109 3.6 317 289 4.2 797 602 5.4 1750 903

Sgr C 12 4.8 142 81.4 4.8 151 85.6 6.0 631 142 6.0 1620 423

Sgr C 13 2.4 10.5 3.40 2.4 12.9 4.10 3.0 102 30.9 3.6 367 64.1

Sgr.C 14 3.0 <9.91 UD 3.0 <15.2 UR 3.0 71.7 15.7 3.0 202 31.4

Sgr C H3 4.8 <42.4 UR 4.8 192 157 4.8 421 274 4.8 610 218

Sgr C H4 3.6 <24.2 UR 3.6 <81.3 UR 3.6 <129 UR 3.6 <215 UD

Sgr C H1 3.0 <17.2 UR 3.0 <20.4 UR 3.0 83.3 27.1 4.2 384 93.9

Sgr C 15 7.2 <130 UR 7.2 <124 UR 7.2 540 25.1 8.4 1970 188

Sgr C 16 6.0 <80.9 UR 6.0 <79.0 UR 6.0 446 24.3 8.4 2180 628

Extended Sources

Sgr C HII 83.6 20200 8480 83.6 21100 6560 83.6 82400 47300 83.6 212000 123000

Note—UR and UD have same meaning as discussion in caption of Table 6. For these sources, the Fint value is used as the upper
limit in the SED modeling.

in G0.6-0.0, whereas Figure 18 displays them for all of

the compact sources in G359.38-0.08, G359.42-0.02, and

G359.50-0.09.

The results of these SED model fits imply that there

is a significant level of massive star formation that may

be occurring outside of but near the major sites of star

formation (i.e., Sgr B1, Sgr B2, and Sgr C). In total, 39

compact mid-infrared sources are found throughout the
combined area of these four (non-GH II) regions, with

1 confirmed MYSO, 8 Likely MYSOs, and 18 Possible

MYSOs (see Table 15).

C.1. G0.6-0.0 MYSO Candidates

The close (but likely separate) region just to the

south of Sgr B2, G0.6-0.0, has 11 compact mid-infrared

sources, of which 4 were previously identified in radio

cm continuum (e.g., Mehringer et al. 1992). We identify

7 new compact infrared sources, one (G0.6-0.0 2) which

is likely a low or intermediate mass YSO (based on the

SED fitting) and one with radio continuum that was not

previously identified in radio studies (G0.6-0.0 4). In

this areas alone we find one confirmed MYSO, 4 Likely

MYSOs, and 5 Possible MYSOs (Table 15). In all, 91%

of the mid-infrared sources in G0.6-0.0 are MYSOs or

MYSO Candidates. The most massive MYSO candi-

dates are G0.6-0.0 B and G0.6-0.0 C, both with a best

fit mass of 64M⊙, with G0.6-0.0 C having the highest

fit of all sources we studied in the CMZ with a value of

96M⊙ in its range of best fit masses.

C.2. G359.38-0.08 MYSO Candidates

Southwest of the Sgr C GH II region, G359.38-0.08

has 10 compact mid-infrared sources among some faint

and extended dust emission regions (interspersed with

diffuse cm radio continuum emission as well), which

may signal that this is a legitimate star-forming region.

There are no confirmed MYSOs among the mid-infrared

sources, but we do find 4 sources that we consider to be

Likely MYSOs based on the presence of cm radio con-

tinuum emission (Table 15). An additional 3 sources are

listed as Possible MYSOs. We include G359.38-0.08 6

among the Possible MYSO candidates, even though its

best fit model is only 2M⊙, because the other 14 fits

in the group of best fits are 8-16M⊙. In all, 70% of

the mid-infrared sources in G359.38-0.08 are MYSOs or

MYSO Candidates. The most massive MYSO candidate

is G359.38-0.08 10 with a best fit mass of 48M⊙.
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Table 9. Herschel-PACS Observational Parameters of Sources in
Sgr B1

70µm 160µm

Source Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg

(′′) (Jy) (Jy) (′′) (Jy) (Jy)

Compact Sources

Sgr B1 A 22.4 <963 UR 22.4 <1020 UR

Sgr B1 C 16.0 <395 UR 22.4 <933 UD

Sgr B1 D 16.0 <685 UR 22.4 <1100 UR

Sgr B1 1 16.0 <699 UR 22.4 <1060 UD

Sgr B1 2 16.0 <404 UR 22.4 <868 UD

Sgr B1 F 16.0 <429 UR 22.4 <1070 UD

Sgr B1 G 16.0 <579 UR 22.4 <1050 UD

Sgr B1 H 22.4 <813 UR 22.4 <1300 UD

Sgr B1 3 16.0 <419 UR 22.4 <1140 UD

Sgr B1 4 16.0 <545 UR 22.4 <916 UR

Sgr B1 5 16.0 <550 UR 22.4 <856 UR

Sgr B1 6 16.0 <560 UR 22.4 <871 UR

Sgr B1 7 16.0 <561 UR 22.4 <857 UD

Sgr B1 8 16.0 <526 UD 22.4 <929 UD

Sgr B1 9 16.0 <457 UR 22.4 <829 UD

Sgr B1 10 16.0 <359 UR 22.4 <921 UD

Sgr B1 11 16.0 <479 UD 22.4 <903 UD

Sgr B1 12 16.0 <408 UR 22.4 <831 UR

Extended Sources

Ionized Bar 143x40 4020 3180 143x40 <3580 UD

Ionized Rim 64x114 5320 2120 64x114 <4650 UD

Sgr B1 Ext1 26.1 1700 1280 26.1 <1450 UD

Sgr B1 E 23.0 1340 744 23.0 <1070 UD

Sgr B1 I 35.0 2580 1800 35.0 <2070 UD

Sgr B1 J 28x80 1160 699 28x80 <1390 UD

Note—UR and UD have same meaning as discussion in caption of Table 6.
For these sources, the Fint value is used as the upper limit in the SED
modeling.

C.3. G359.42-0.02 MYSO Candidates

G359.42-0.02 is located west of the Sgr C GH II re-

gion, and while we find 8 compact mid-infrared sources

here, it does not contain any other star-formation region

signatures (e.g., an IRDC, molecular cloud, extended

cm radio continuum or mid-infrared continuum regions,

or masers). This region has no confirmed MYSOs or

Likely MYSOs, and only contains 4 Possible MYSOs.

The other half (4) of the mid-infrared sources are not

thought to be MYSOs. G359.42-0.02 1, though it is well

fit with MYSO models and is the only source in the re-

gion with cm radio continuum emission, it was not found

to have a 15.4µm ice feature in its spectrum, which is a

YSO indicator (An et al. 2011). It may be a rare MYSO

without this spectral feature, and thus it is labeled as

not being an MYSO with a question mark in Table 15.

G359.42-0.02 2 has a decreasing flux with infrared wave-

length, atypical of MYSOs, and indeed is coincident with

a (likely foreground) KM giant star (Jang et al. 2022).

Sources G359.42-0.02 6 and G359.42-0.02 8 have flat

fluxes with wavelength, again atypical of MYSOs, and

SED fits that are less than 8M⊙, and thus are not likely

to be MYSOs. In all, 50% of the mid-infrared sources

in G359.42-0.02 are MYSO Candidates, with the most

massive being G359.42-0.02 3 with a mass of 32M⊙.

C.4. G359.50-0.09 MYSO Candidates

Located northeast of the Sgr C GH II region, G359.50-

0.09 hosts 10 compact mid-infrared sources here, but like

G359.42-0.02, it does not contain very many other star-

formation region signatures, except perhaps some faint

and diffuse cm radio continuum emission. This region

has no confirmed MYSOs or Likely MYSOs, and only

contains 6 Possible MYSOs. The other 4 sources are

believed to not be MYSOs (Table 15). Both G359.50-

0.09 2 and G359.50-0.09 8 were found to not have a

15.4µm ice feature in their spectra (An et al. 2011),

indicating they are likely not YSOs. Indeed, G359.50-

0.09 8 was found by Jang et al. (2022) to be a KM gi-
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Table 10. Herschel-PACS Observational Parameters of Sources
in Sgr B2

70µm 160µm

Source Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg

(′′) (Jy) (Jy) (′′) (Jy) (Jy)

Compact Sources

Sgr B2 1 16.0 <325 UR 22.4 <2060 UD

Sgr B2 2 16.0 <533 UR 22.4 <5320 UD

Sgr B2 3 16.0 <528 UR 22.4 <4700 UR

Sgr B2 AA 16.0 <411 UR 22.4 <4020 UR

Sgr B2 4 19.2 <2420 UR sat sat sat

Sgr B2 H 16.0 <3550 UR 22.4 <10900 UR

Sgr B2 5 16.0 <2270 UD 22.4 <8180 UD

Sgr B2 6 16.0 <310 UR 22.4 <3810 UR

Sgr B2 BB 16.0 <1040 UR 22.4 <4230 UR

Sgr B2 L 16.0 <695 UR 22.4 <4850 UR

Sgr B2 7 16.0 <249 UR 22.4 <2300 UR

Sgr B2 O 16.0 <1400 UR 22.4 <3410 UR

Sgr B2 8 16.0 <661 UR 22.4 <3590 UD

Sgr B2 9 16.0 <846 UR 22.4 <3150 UD

Sgr B2 P 16.0 <715 UR 22.4 <3090 UD

Sgr B2 R 19.2 <949 UR 22.4 <2600 UR

Sgr B2 10 16.0 <375 UR 22.4 <1510 UR

Sgr B2 11 16.0 <262 UR 22.4 <1470 UD

Sgr B2 12 16.0 <391 UR 22.4 <1290 UD

Sgr B2 13 16.0 <342 UR 22.4 <1460 UR

Sgr B2 14 16.0 <325 UR 22.4 <1560 UD

Sgr B2 15 16.0 <395 UD 22.4 <1300 UD

Sgr B2 16 19.2 <470 UR 22.4 <1390 UR

Sgr B2 17 16.0 <308 UR 22.4 <942 UR

Extended Sources

Sgr B2 V 27.0 1250 905 27.0 2830 1100

Sgr B2 Main 27.0 13400 13100 27.0 sat sat

Sgr B2 Ext1 28x50 783 545 28x50 <1150 UD

Sgr B2 Ext2 19.2 454 257 19.2 <724 UD

Note—UR and UD have same meaning as discussion in caption of Table 6.
For these sources, the Fint value is used as the upper limit in the SED
modeling. Sgr B2 K is saturated (“sat”), so for this target only we use
the point source saturation flux of 1125 Jy at 160µm (from the PACS
Observer’s Manual, Version 2.5.1), as a lower limit in the SED modeling.

ant star. Both G359.50-0.09 5 and G359.50-0.09 9 were

found to have decreasing flux with increasing infrared

wavelength, atypical of MYSOs, with the latter source

also having SiO maser emission more typical of a AGB

star. In all, 60% of the mid-infrared sources in G359.50-

0.09 are MYSO Candidates, with the most massive be-

ing G359.50-0.09 4 with a mass of 32M⊙.
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Table 11. Herschel-PACS Observational Parameters of
Sources in Sgr C

70µm 160µm

Source Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg

(′′) (Jy) (Jy) (′′) (Jy) (Jy)

Compact Sources

Sgr C 1 16.0 <433 UR 22.4 <841 UD

Sgr C 2 16.0 <368 UD 22.4 <737 UD

Sgr C 3 16.0 <402 UR 22.4 <721 UR

Sgr C 4 16.0 <505 UD 22.4 <736 UD

Sgr C 5 16.0 <573 UR 22.4 <776 UR

Sgr C 6 16.0 <365 UR 22.4 <794 UD

Sgr C 7 16.0 <605 UR 22.4 <717 UD

Sgr C 8 16.0 <618 UR 22.4 <681 UD

Sgr C 9 16.0 <352 UR 22.4 <798 UR

Sgr C 10 16.0 <382 UR 22.4 <736 UD

Sgr C 11 16.0 <417 UR 22.4 <794 UR

Sgr C 12 16.0 <470 UR 22.4 <674 UD

Sgr C 13 16.0 <805 UR 22.4 <1850 UD

Sgr C 14 16.0 <951 UR 22.4 <2000 UD

Sgr C H3 16.0 <1020 UR 28.8 <2870 UR

Sgr C H4 16.0 <696 UR 22.4 <2270 UR

Sgr C H1 16.0 <369 UR 22.4 <1860 UR

Sgr C 15 16.0 <350 UR 22.4 <703 UD

Sgr C 16 16.0 <363 UR 22.4 <676 UD

Extended Sources

HII Region 83.2 13000 12200 83.2 12000 11700

Note—UR and UD have same meaning as discussion in caption of Ta-
ble 6. For these sources, the Fint value is used as the upper limit in
the SED modeling.
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Table 12. SOFIA Observational Parameters of Sources in Other Regions

25µm 37µm

Source R.A. Decl. Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg Aliases

(J2000) (J2000) (′′) (Jy) (Jy) (′′) (Jy) (Jy)

G0.6-0.0 Compact Sources

G0.6-0.0 1 17 47 09.90 -28 27 54.2 14.6 62.1 30.8 16.9 139 73.8

G0.6-0.0 A 17 47 11.28 -28 26 31.2 8.4 24.0 12.6 10.0 57.9 37.8

G0.6-0.0 2 17 47 13.08 -28 26 05.0 6.1 4.49 1.19 6.1 8.19 3.17 SSTGC773332‡

G0.6-0.0 3 17 47 13.15 -28 27 00.3 5.4 13.7 4.36 5.4 42.5 21.0

G0.6-0.0 B 17 47 13.73 -28 26 53.4 6.9 68.9 45.9 6.9 158 106

G0.6-0.0 C 17 47 14.67 -28 26 48.7 7.7 103 78.0 7.7 228 168

G0.6-0.0 D 17 47 15.42 -28 26 42.5 6.1 22.5 14.5 6.1 48.7 21.6

G0.6-0.0 4 17 47 15.76 -28 26 10.3 6.1 7.11 2.14 6.9 18.6 5.24 SSTGC779211‡

G0.6-0.0 5 17 47 16.81 -28 26 11.0 10.7 25.5 13.5 10.7 46.1 22.5

G0.6-0.0 6 17 47 18.75 -28 27 28.5 11.5 35.8 23.4 12.3 83.3 53.9

G0.6-0.0 7 17 47 20.13 -28 26 06.3 6.9 6.57 2.01 8.4 11.6 5.06

G359.38-0.08 Compact Sources

G359.38-0.08 1 17 44 22.68 -29 32 09.5 12.3 19.0 8.38 15.3 43.0 32.2

G359.38-0.08 2 17 44 23.33 -29 31 01.1 10.0 15.6 6.67 9.2 25.3 9.24

G359.38-0.08 3 17 44 23.92 -29 30 44.3 3.1 1.48 0.403 5.4 7.83 1.37

G359.38-0.08 4 17 44 24.86 -29 29 34.4 4.6 2.13 0.80 3.8 1.37 0.659

G359.38-0.08 5 17 44 25.80 -29 30 46.6 15.3 61.5 26.6 15.3 144 59.3

G359.38-0.08 6 17 44 26.57 -29 30 02.8 9.2 14.6 3.03 10.0 38.3 6.99 SSTGC330325‡

G359.38-0.08 7 17 44 28.74 -29 29 55.1 12.3 33.3 13.6 13.8 73.1 22.0

G359.38-0.08 8 17 44 29.10 -29 30 29.7 6.9 5.31 1.09 6.9 15.2 4.81

G359.38-0.08 9 17 44 31.27 -29 29 36.7 9.2 11.3 1.79 10.7 33.5 4.68

G359.38-0.08 10 17 44 33.45 -29 29 50.5 10.7 20.2 8.72 10.7 37.6 13.4

G359.38-0.08 Extended Sources

G359.38-0.08 HII 17 44 28.03 -29 30 19.2 82.1 731 550 82.1 1300 1270

G359.42-0.02 Compact Sources

G359.42-0.02 1 17 44 11.22 -29 26 38.4 8.4 7.14 7.12 8.4 16.3 10.4 SSTGC293528†

G359.42-0.02 2 17 44 12.69 -29 26 56.1 5.4 5.82 5.50 6.9 7.59 5.02

G359.42-0.02 3 17 44 17.69 -29 27 12.3 10.7 23.3 20.1 11.5 53.2 44.6

G359.42-0.02 4 17 44 19.10 -29 27 26.1 7.7 3.34 1.83 7.7 8.96 3.05

G359.42-0.02 5 17 44 21.45 -29 27 36.9 13.8 32.2 21.5 15.3 81.0 59.3

G359.42-0.02 6 17 44 22.57 -29 25 17.9 10.0 5.92 5.80 10.0 9.11 8.07 SSTGC320517‡

G359.42-0.02 7 17 44 22.98 -29 27 04.6 5.4 3.01 1.67 6.9 4.78 3.09

G359.42-0.02 8 17 44 28.21 -29 26 33.1 3.1 1.44 0.833 3.8 1.41 1.18 SSTGC335380‡

G359.50-0.09 Compact Sources

G359.50-0.09 1 17 44 41.38 -29 25 12.4 10.0 10.0 4.44 10.0 30.2 10.2

G359.50-0.09 2 17 44 41.55 -29 24 30.2 14.6 38.9 25.5 15.3 97.5 44.1 SSTGC368854†

G359.50-0.09 3 17 44 41.79 -29 23 31.8 6.1 3.57 2.12 9.2 14.4 6.97 SSTGC370438‡,†

G359.50-0.09 4 17 44 42.73 -29 23 15.7 6.1 3.00 1.89 6.9 7.62 3.27 SSTGC372630‡,†

G359.50-0.09 5 17 44 44.49 -29 23 21.0 3.8 0.887 0.518 3.8 1.81 0.576

G359.50-0.09 6 17 44 46.78 -29 23 44.8 6.1 9.15 5.82 6.1 16.1 11.5

G359.50-0.09 7 17 44 47.02 -29 23 35.6 6.1 8.15 5.35 6.1 14.4 8.39

G359.50-0.09 8 17 44 48.84 -29 23 41.7 7.7 12.7 7.04 7.7 22.0 12.7 SSTGC388790†

G359.50-0.09 9 17 44 51.19 -29 24 52.4 5.4 17.2 15.8 6.1 9.16 8.24

G359.50-0.09 10 17 44 53.13 -29 24 31.6 3.8 3.27 1.55 6.1 4.67 3.25 SSTGC400062‡

† From An et al. (2011).

‡ From Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2009).
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Table 13. Spitzer-IRAC Observational Parameters of Sources in Other Regions

3.6µm 4.5µm 5.8µm 8.0µm

Source Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg

(′′) (mJy) (mJy) (′′) (mJy) (mJy) (′′) (mJy) (mJy) (′′) (mJy) (mJy)

G0.6-0.0 Compact Sources

G0.6-0.0 1 4.8 51.1 7.31 4.8 58.3 7.17 4.8 197 22.0 4.8 811 309

G0.6-0.0 A 4.8 17.2 8.26 6.0 77.7 57.4 6.0 272 165 6.0 907 635

G0.6-0.0 2 4.8 16.2 2.99 4.8 22.1 4.18 4.8 89.3 4.49 4.8 203 9.18

G0.6-0.0 3 4.8 50.8 12.9 4.8 79.0 21.1 4.8 341 85.2 4.8 837 156

G0.6-0.0 B 6.0 137 84.0 6.0 405 301 6.0 1430 930 7.2 5000 3150

G0.6-0.0 C 7.2 229 148 7.2 806 662 7.2 2720 2120 7.2 7490 6210

G0.6-0.0 D 4.8 81.9 55.3 4.8 138 75.9 4.8 398 159 4.8 985 420

G0.6-0.0 4 4.8 <19.6 UD 4.8 35.7 7.58 4.8 141 12.3 4.8 345 63.2

G0.6-0.0 5 7.2 76.6 20.8 7.2 115 48.6 8.4 494 98.5 8.4 1170 285

G0.6-0.0 6 7.2 99.6 21.2 7.2 133 41.9 7.2 546 68.3 7.2 1360 161

G0.6-0.0 7 8.4 225 167 8.4 190 136 8.4 494 190 8.4 970 304

G359.38-0.08 Compact Sources

G359.38-0.08 1 12.0 <388 UR 12.0 <445 UR 12.0 1480 335 12.0 3910 683

G359.38-0.08 2 3.0 <17.4 UD 3.0 <22.6 UD 5.4 252 34.9 6.6 999 82.5

G359.38-0.08 3 6.0 <55.4 UD 6.0 76.3 15.2 6.6 359 48.1 7.2 1200 121

G359.38-0.08 4 3.6 700 669 3.6 708 678 4.2 1140 980 4.2 913 539

G359.38-0.08 5 4.8 <87.3 UD 5.4 150 90.3 7.8 756 246 10.8 3480 603

G359.38-0.08 6 3.0 14.3 3.03 4.2 34.9 6.80 6.6 379 44.7 7.2 1230 141

G359.38-0.08 7 12.0 <4900 UR 12.0 <556 UR 12.0 <1310 UD 12.0 <2830 UD

G359.38-0.08 8 6.6 <73.1 UR 6.6 <70.3 UD 6.6 417 93.4 7.2 1320 333

G359.38-0.08 9 9.0 <1600 UR 9.0 <169 UD 9.0 <579 UD 9.0 <1680 UD

G359.38-0.08 10 5.4 75.3 20 10.8 348 90.9 10.8 1310 321 10.8 3520 835

G359.38-0.08 Extended Sources

G359.38-0.08 HII 82.2 14800 3460 82.2 16100 2580 82.2 55600 20300 82.2 141000 51300

G359.42-0.02 Compact Sources

G359.42-0.02 1 3.6 32.8 10.4 7.8 141 31.5 7.8 588 95.5 8.4 1860 360

G359.42-0.02 2 sat sat sat sat sat sat 6.6 5330 4860 sat sat sat

G359.42-0.02 3 sat sat sat sat sat sat 6.0 2270 1920 6.6 3670 2610

G359.42-0.02 4 3.6 <29.0 UR 3.6 38.6 13.6 4.2 197 27.4 4.2 546 84.2

G359.42-0.02 5 10.8 <385 UR 10.8 396 184 12.0 1630 423 13.8 5470 852

G359.42-0.02 6 9.6 883 UR 9.6 <761 UR 9.6 <1380 UR 9.6 2660 709

G359.42-0.02 7 3.6 25.1 9.85 4.2 38.1 15.9 4.2 138 27.7 5.4 629 63.5

G359.42-0.02 8 4.8 <38.8 UR 4.8 66.2 40.0 4.8 209 90.6 4.8 626 243

G359.50-0.09 Compact Sources

G359.50-0.09 1 10.2 <330 UR 10.2 <320 UR 10.2 1790 384 10.2 3860 327

G359.50-0.09 2 12.0 <598 UR 12.0 <595 UR 12.0 2360 433 14.4 8690 1520

G359.50-0.09 3 5.4 <59.4 UR 5.4 71.0 21.3 5.4 344 39.7 6.0 1190 194

G359.50-0.09 4 4.2 62.7 23.8 6.0 150 64.8 7.2 693 164 7.2 1850 402

G359.50-0.09 5 3.6 318 282 4.2 558 509 4.8 1100 869 5.4 1490 656

G359.50-0.09 6 5.4 <500 UR 5.4 519 406 5.4 1040 552 5.4 2030 1060

G359.50-0.09 7 4.2 107 51.2 4.2 129 70.1 5.4 691 345 5.4 1670 660

G359.50-0.09 8 3.6 82.8 45.4 4.8 170 115 4.8 479 223 5.4 1470 579

G359.50-0.09 9 sat sat sat sat sat sat sat sat sat sat sat sat

G359.50-0.09 10 4.8 46.0 7.46 4.8 59.5 17.2 6.6 416 73.0 6.0 972 156

Note—See table notes from Table 6.
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Table 14. Herschel-PACS Observational Parameters of Sources
in Other Regions

70µm 160µm

Source Rint Fint Fint−bg Rint Fint Fint−bg

(′′) (Jy) (Jy) (′′) (Jy) (Jy)

G0.6-0.0 Compact Sources

G0.6-0.0 1 16 <409 UR 22.4 <1030 UD

G0.6-0.0 A 16 <618 UR 22.4 <2190 UR

G0.6-0.0 2 16 <486 UD 22.4 <1920 UD

G0.6-0.0 3 16 <972 UR 22.4 <2090 UD

G0.6-0.0 B 16 <1300 UR 22.4 <2370 UD

G0.6-0.0 C 16 <1440 UR 22.4 <2610 UR

G0.6-0.0 D 16 <1110 UR 22.4 <2520 UR

G0.6-0.0 4 16 <434 UR 22.4 <1910 UD

G0.6-0.0 5 16 <392 UR 22.4 <2200 UD

G0.6-0.0 6 16 <462 UR 22.4 <1530 UR

G0.6-0.0 7 16 <317 UR 22.4 <2440 UR

G359.38-0.08 Compact Sources

G359.38-0.08 1 22.4 <491 UR 22.4 <585 UD

G359.38-0.08 2 16.0 <306 UR 22.4 <766 UD

G359.38-0.08 3 16.0 <342 UR 22.4 <786 UR

G359.38-0.08 4 16.0 <281 UR 22.4 <688 UD

G359.38-0.08 5 16.0 <378 UR 22.4 <786 UD

G359.38-0.08 6 16.0 <345 UR 22.4 <688 UD

G359.38-0.08 7 16.0 <317 UR 22.4 <650 UD

G359.38-0.08 8 16.0 <331 UR 22.4 <710 UR

G359.38-0.08 9 16.0 <316 UR 22.4 <641 UD

G359.38-0.08 10 16.0 <356 UR 22.4 <670 UD

G359.38-0.08 Extended Sources

HII Region 83.2 8250 7520 83.2 9710 8910

G359.42-0.02 Compact Sources

G359.42-0.02 1 16.0 <269 UR 22.4 <674 UD

G359.42-0.02 2 16.0 <284 UR 22.4 <699 UD

G359.42-0.02 3 19.2 <379 UR 22.4 <659 UR

G359.42-0.02 4 16.0 <264 UD 22.4 <628 UD

G359.42-0.02 5 16.0 <312 UR 22.4 <686 UD

G359.42-0.02 6 16.0 <210 UR 22.4 <474 UD

G359.42-0.02 7 16.0 <252 UR 22.4 <720 UD

G359.42-0.02 8 16.0 <233 UR 22.4 <853 UD

G359.50-0.09 Compact Sources

G359.50-0.09 1 16.0 <362 UR 22.4 <723 UD

G359.50-0.09 2 22.4 <737 UR 22.4 <758 UR

G359.50-0.09 3 22.4 <648 UR 22.4 <877 UD

G359.50-0.09 4 16.0 <345 UR 22.4 <871 UD

G359.50-0.09 5 16.0 <320 UD 22.4 <745 UD

G359.50-0.09 6 16.0 <339 UR 22.4 <617 UD

G359.50-0.09 7 16.0 <332 UR 22.4 <618 UD

G359.50-0.09 8 16.0 <307 UR 22.4 <642 UD

G359.50-0.09 9 16.0 <254 UR 22.4 <898 UD

G359.50-0.09 10 16.0 <268 UR 22.4 <883 UR

Note—UR and UD have same meaning as discussion in caption of Table 6.
For these sources, the Fint value is used as the upper limit in the SED
modeling.
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Figure 17. SED fitting with ZT model for compact sources in G0.6-0.0. Black lines are the best fit model to the SEDs, and
the system of gray lines are the remaining fits in the group of best fits (from Table 5). Upside-down triangles are data that are
used as upper limits in the SED fits, and triangles are lower limits.
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Figure 18. SED fitting with ZT model for compact sources in G359.38-0.08, G359.42-0.02, and G359.50-0.09. Black lines are
the best fit model to the SEDs, and the system of gray lines are the remaining fits in the group of best fits (from Table 5).
Upside-down triangles are data that are used as upper limits in the SED fits, and triangles are lower limits.
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Figure 18. Continued.
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Table 15. SED Fitting Parameters of Compact Infrared Sources in Other Region

Source Lobs Ltot Av Mstar Av Range Mstar Range Best Well Reso-

(×103L⊙) (×103L⊙) (mag.) (M⊙) (mag.) (M⊙) Models Fit? lved? Features MYSO?

G0.6-0.0

G0.6-0.0 1 23.3 38.1 7.9 12 5.3 - 13 12 - 12 12 Y Y 70 Possible

G0.6-0.0 A 10.2 189 53 24 27 - 92 8 - 32 8 Y Y ice,cm,70 Yes

G0.6-0.0 2 0.78 1.69 8.4 4 8.4 - 63 4 - 8 6 Y Y Noe

G0.6-0.0 3 5.49 158 130 32 98 - 212 12 - 32 5 Y Y 70 Possible

G0.6-0.0 B 31.4 858 53 64 50 - 80 16 - 64 5 Y Y cm,70 Likely

G0.6-0.0 C 39.1 858 53 64 1.7 - 67 24 - 96 9 Y Y cm,70 Likely

G0.6-0.0 D 6.87 17.0 3.4 12 3.4 - 16 12 - 16 6 Y Y cm,70? Likely

G0.6-0.0 4 1.46 19.6 40 12 27 - 76 8 - 12 6 Y Y cm,70 Likely

G0.6-0.0 5 6.22 17.0 9.2 12 8.4 - 13 12 - 12 6 Y Y 70 Possible

G0.6-0.0 6 13.8 49.1 27 12 2.6 - 80 12 - 24 13 Y Y ice?,70 Possible

G0.6-0.0 7 1.55 31.4 109 16 55 - 151 12 - 32 5 Y Y 70 Possible

G359.38-0.08

G359.38-0.08 1 13.3 22.9 74 12 62 - 183 12 - 24 8 Ya Y cm,70 Likely

G359.38-0.08 2 2.80 9.48 24 8 20 - 27 8 - 8 7 Na Y 70 No

G359.38-0.08 3 0.69 1.69 159 4 85 - 204 2 - 32 12 Y Y 70 Noe

G359.38-0.08 4 4.34 24.7 1.7 4 0.8 - 8.4 2 - 16 7 Nd N 70 Noe

G359.38-0.08 5 17.6 34.2 4.2 16 3.4 - 7.5 16 - 16 7 Y Y 70 Possible

G359.38-0.08 6 3.83 4.76 27 2 25 - 106 2 - 16 15 Y Y 70 Possible?e,f

G359.38-0.08 7 7.52 16.1 5.9 12 5.9 - 46 8 - 48 7 Ya Y cm,70 Likely

G359.38-0.08 8 1.67 11.7 64 8 64 - 176 8 - 16 10 Ya Y cm,70 Likely

G359.38-0.08 9 1.62 31.4 103 16 98 - 143 16 - 32 7 Ya Y cm,70 Likely

G359.38-0.08 10 4.16 344 37 48 6.7 - 53 8 - 48 11 Y Y 70 Possible

G359.42-0.02

G359.42-0.02 1 5.20 9.67 5.9 8 1.7 - 23 8 - 8 7 Y Y no ice,cm,70 No?g

G359.42-0.02 2 5.28 1200 93 96 8.4 - 130 2 - 96 9 Ya,d Y 70 Noe,i

G359.42-0.02 3 14.9 147 63 32 29 - 82 12 - 32 5 Ya Y 70 Possible

G359.42-0.02 4 1.07 13.6 38 12 7.9 - 38 12 - 16 7 Y Y Possible

G359.42-0.02 5 19.8 47.3 59 12 59 - 78 12 - 32 5 Y Y 70 Possible

G359.42-0.02 6 4.94 3.33 27 4 13 - 42 4 - 16 9 Ya,d Y 70 Noe

G359.42-0.02 7 1.04 31.4 16 16 0.8 - 52 8 - 16 11 Y Y 70 Possible

G359.42-0.02 8 0.69 1200 90 96 37 - 106 1 - 96 8 Yd N 70 Noe

G359.50-0.09

G359.50-0.09 1 3.36 71.4 46 24 24 - 83 8 - 24 7 Ya Y 70 Possible

G359.50-0.09 2 11.6 102 27 16 4.2 - 34 12 - 32 15 Ya Y no ice,70 No?g

G359.50-0.09 3 1.90 71.4 70 24 32 - 80 8 - 24 7 Ya Y ice?,70 Possible

G359.50-0.09 4 1.41 158 25 32 8.4 - 53 12 - 32 8 Ya Y ice?,70 Possible

G359.50-0.09 5 3.41 2.31 25 2 17 - 34 1 - 16 10 Nd N Noe

G359.50-0.09 6 4.05 71.4 29 24 13 - 92 8 - 24 14 Y Y 70 Possible

G359.50-0.09 7 2.76 71.4 21 24 1.7 - 38 8 - 24 10 Y Y 70? Possible

G359.50-0.09 8 3.19 71.4 11 24 2.5 - 25 16 - 24 6 Y Y no ice,70 No?i

G359.50-0.09 9 12.7 1200 16 96 2.6 - 72 32 - 96 8 Ya,d N S,70 No

G359.50-0.09 10 1.03 13.6 55 12 34 - 140 12 - 16 9 Y Y 70 Possible

Note—Symbols same as for Table 4. However, in this table S=SiO masers from Fujii et al. (2006).

i Spectroscopically determined to be a K or M red giant by Jang et al. (2022).
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