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Abstract
Observations of Galactic supernova remnants (SNRs) are crucial to understanding supernova explosion mechanisms and their impact
on our Galaxy’s evolution. SNRs are usually identified by searching for extended, circular structures in all-sky surveys. However, the
resolution and sensitivity of any given survey results in selection biases related to the brightness and angular scale of a subset of the total
SNR population. As a result, we have only identified 1/3 of the expected number of SNRs in our Galaxy. We used data collected by
the Murchison Widefield Array (MWA) to perform a visual search for SNR candidates over 285◦ < l < 70◦ and |b| < 16◦. We then used
the Widefield Infrared Survey Explorer to eliminate likely HII regions from our SNR candidate sample. By exploiting the resolution and
sensitivity of MWA data, we have successfully detected 10 new candidates using our proposed method. In addition, our method has also
enabled us to detect and verify 10 previously known but unconfirmed candidates. The 20 SNR candidates described in the paper will
increase the known SNR population in the Galaxy by 7%.

Keywords: ISM: individual objects: G16.0+0.7, G39.4-0.0, G39.5+0.4, G299.2-1.5, G306.4+0.1, G309.2-0.1, G310.7-5.4, G317.6+0.9, G321.3-3.9, G322.7+0.1,
G324.1+0.0, G324.1-0.2, G328.4-0.1, G332.5-1.2, G332.8-1.5, G333.5+0.0, G335.7+0.9, G336.8-0.6, G341.4-0.2, G352.8-0.3, ISM: supernova remnants,
radiation mechanisms: non-thermal

1. Introduction

A supernova explosion releases 1048 – 1052 ergs of energy and
up to tens of hundreds of solar masses into the surrounding
environment, contributing to the chemical evolution of the
host galaxy. The stellar ejecta left behind results in a supernova
remnant (see Dubner and Giacani 2015, for a recent review).
Charged particle acceleration, caused by the interactions be-
tween the shock wave originated by the intensive explosion
and the surrounding medium, induces non-thermal emission
across the entire electromagnetic spectrum.

The duration of the emission changes depending on the
frequency; the most energetic particles disperse energy more
rapidly during the interactions with the medium, making the
lower-frequency radiation emitted by the low-energy particles
detectable for longer. This simple mechanism explains why
SNRs are usually discovered in the radio band and remain
bright for nearly 105 yrs before becoming indistinguishable
from the Interstellar medium (ISM).

Although supernovae deliver large amounts of energy,
even becoming brighter than the galaxy that hosts them, through-
out human history, we have only seen seven naked-eye super-
novae in the Galactic plane: SN 185 (RCW 86; Clark and
Stephenson 1977), SN 386 (G11.2 – 0.3; Reynolds et al. 1994),
SN 1006 (Stephenson, Clark, and Crawford 1977), SN 1054
(Crab; Duyvendak 1942), SN 1181 (3C58; Stephenson 1971),
SN 1572 (Tycho; Hanbury Brown and Hazard 1952) and
SN 1604 (Kepler; van den Bergh and Kamper 1977). Taking
into account the number of stars that result in a supernova in
a Milky Way-like galaxy, which is only 1 – 2 explosions per
century (as discussed in Tammann, Loeffler, and Schroeder

1994), we still expect the presence of nearly 2 thousand SNRs
along the Galactic plane (Frail, Goss, and Whiteoak 1994).
However, the number of known remnants is extremely low
(a few hundred) compared to this theoretical estimate. A few
key considerations can explain this:

• SNRs can be too faint to be detected with the available
instruments, particularly for the older population members
that have already lost most of their energy.

• Young SNRs can be very bright but with an angular scale
too small to be resolved by the current telescopes.

• The emission of SNRs can be entangled with the emission
of other sources in the background/foreground, making
identification difficult.

A census of all remnants has been done by Green 2019
and can be found online a. The author updates the catalogue
regularly (last in December 2022); to date, it contains 303 con-
firmed sources and a few hundred candidates, still far from
the expected number. Every source is linked with the coordi-
nates, the flux measurement and the spectral index value. As
expected, most SNRs have been identified in the radio band,
the remaining at X-ray or optical wavelengths. Following
the structure of the Green catalogue, Ferrand and Safi-Harb
2012 created a detailed list of SNRs at high energies, which
is regularly kept updated online b, and summarizes the main
properties of each object along with the instruments that were
able to detect it. It contains 383 sources, some of which were
excluded as confirmed objects from the previously mentioned

a. https://www.mrao.cam.ac.uk/surveys/snrs/
b. http://snrcat.physics.umanitoba.ca/SNRtable.php
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catalogue due to the absence of a radio counterpart or the lack
of strong evidence of non-thermal emission (e.g. spectral index
estimates).

New radio surveys have recently provided a promising tool
for detecting SNR candidates. A recent example is given by the
Evolutionary Map of the Universe (EMU; Norris et al. 2021)
and the Polarization Sky Survey of the Universe’s Magnetism
(POSSUM; Gaensler et al. 2010), two radio surveys currently
observing the Southern sky with the Australian Square Kilo-
metre Array Pathfinder (ASKAP; Hotan et al. 2021) telescope.
The EMU/POSSUM Galactic pilot observations, covering an
approximate area of 323◦ < l < 330◦ and –4◦ < b < 2◦, enabled
the identification of 20 SNR candidates, 13 of which were not
previously mentioned in other works (see the paper of Ball
et al. 2023, for further details) due to their faintness and small
angular size.

To fill in the missing population of SNRs, we are using
the Murchison Widefield Array (MWA, Tingay et al. 2013;
Randall B. Wayth et al. 2018), a low-frequency radio interfer-
ometer located in a remote region of Western Australia. The
instrument can cover large areas of the sky (102 – 103 sq.deg.)
and thanks to this extensive field of view and the wide fre-
quency band 80 – 300 MHz, MWA is ideal for searching for
SNRs.

The MWA recently performed a revolutionary low-frequency
radio survey of the southern skies known as the GaLactic and
Extragalactic All-sky MWA (GLEAM; R. B. Wayth et al. 2015;
Hurley-Walker et al. 2017) survey, which is very suitable for
discovering old SNRs as we expect them to have a low surface
brightness and to mainly be detectable at low radio frequencies
due to their steep spectra. Hurley-Walker et al. (2019a) took
advantage of GLEAM Galactic Plane images (data release de-
scribed in Hurley-Walker et al. 2019) and confirmed the SNR
nature of two previous candidates and identified 27 new candi-
dates in the sky area between 345◦ < l < 60◦, 180◦ < l < 240◦.
A similar work is being conducted in the area 260◦ < l < 340◦
by Johnston-Hollitt et al. (in prep.).

This paper is structured as follows. Firstly, Section 2 intro-
duces the data used and the SNR candidate selection. Then,
Section 3 reports the candidates we have identified with a
detailed description of each. Finally, Section 4 presents a sta-
tistical analysis of the sample compared to the SNR population
and we detail the advantages of the GPM data in detecting
smaller objects and how resolution and sensitivity can be im-
proved in future radio surveys to identify more members of
the missing population.

All figures and positions reported in the paper are displayed
in J2000 equatorial coordinates unless otherwise specified in
the text.

2. Methodology
2.1 Galactic Plane Monitoring Data
The primary data used in this paper is the Galactic Plane Mon-
itoring (GPM) campaign (a description of the survey will be
presented by Hurley-Walker et al., in prep; and briefly de-
scribed in the Methods of Hurley-Walker et al. (2023)) taken

by the MWA across 185 – 215 MHz. The campaign was con-
ducted from July to September 2022 with a bi-weekly cadence
for the primary objective of identifying transient sources in
the Milky Way. This campaign covers 285◦ < l < 70◦ and
|b| < 16◦, for a total of nearly 4600 squared degrees of the
southern Galactic plane. Despite being primarily a transient
monitoring program, other science goals, such as searching
for supernova remnants, can be applied to the same data.

To generate the image, data were processed as follows: first,
the data were flagged for bad antennas, then for RFI using
the AOFLAGGER algorithm (Offringa, van de Gronde, and
Roerdink 2012); next imaging was undertaken withWSCLEAN
(Offringa et al. 2014) using the GLEAM catalogue as the sky
model (Hurley-Walker et al. 2017); finally the SWARP software
(Bertin et al. 2002) was used to mosaic the individual snapshots
together. This resulted in a final image with a sensitivity of
≃ 1 – 2 mJy/beam away from bright sources.

Since the GPM campaign searches for transients in Stokes I
images only, here we have generated only total intensity im-
ages. Furthermore, as the GPM data was collected using the
MWA’s longest baseline configuration, the resultant image is
sensitive to spatial scales of 45 arcseconds to 10 arcminutes, per-
mitting us to estimate the 200 MHz flux density of extended
sources of comparable sizes. As this is only a single frequency,
spectral index studies will be the object of future works com-
bining these data with state-of-the-art radio survey data at
similar frequencies, such as the upcoming Square Kilometre
Array (SKA; Dewdney et al. 2009) map of the plane, which is
expected to have a resolution of 2 arcseconds and sensitivity of
∼ 225µJy/beam along the plane c.

2.2 Candidate selection
To identify candidates in the GPM image of the Galactic plane,
we applied the following three steps:

• a visual inspection of the entire longitude range of the
GPM image for unidentified ring-shaped structures.

• A comparison of these candidates with infrared images to
check for thermal counterparts that would rule them out
as SNRs.

• A comparison of these candidates in other radio surveys to
search for similar geometric structures.

First, we overlaid the region files containing all known
SNRs classified in Green (2019) on the GPM image and searched
for sources outside this sample that show a complete or partial
shell-like morphology.

The second step is applied to exclude regions that can be
identified as thermal candidates. The morphological structure
of SNRs can be confused with HII regions that abound along
the Galactic plane. HII regions are mostly formed by the ion-
ization of the medium due to the ultraviolet radiation emitted
by a newly born star (Condon and Ransom 2016); the sources
are dominated by thermal emission with a power law spec-
trum (assumed to be S ∝ να) with a spectral index between

c. estimated using the SKA sensitivity calculator available at
https://www.skao.int/en/science-users/ska-tools/
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–0.2 < α < +2. In contrast, we expect a negative spectral index
of –0.7 < α < –0.2 (for a shell-type remnant as illustrated in
Dubner and Giacani 2015, nevertheless, exceptions exist) for
SNRs as their emission is non-thermal synchrotron radiation.
Although we could have the simultaneous presence of thermal
and non-thermal emission along the same line of sight due to
the richness of sources in the Galactic plane, we excluded all
those candidates whose radio shells had a similar structure at
infrared wavelengths. To discriminate between regions domi-
nated by thermal or by non-thermal emission, we used three
bands of the Widefield Infrared Survey Explorer (AllWISE;
Wright et al. 2010; Mainzer et al. 2011) at 3.4 µm, 12 µm and
22 µm where the morphology of HII regions is particularly
evident. At ≃ 22 µm the main contribution to the emission of
HII regions is caused by the radiation of hot dust, and it is sur-
rounded by a ring at ≃ 12 µm caused by Polycyclic Aromatic
Hydrocarbon molecules excited by UV radiation from nearby
stars (Watson et al. 2008).

Finally, surveys at different radio frequencies have been
used to compare the emissions of the candidates identified.
We report the surveys used throughout the work in Table 1.
The variety of sensitivities and angular resolutions that the
surveys achieved make it possible to detect fainter objects (as
in the case of EMU) or smaller structures, as in the case of
the Rapid ASKAP Continuum Survey (RACS; McConnell
et al. 2020). Moreover, the new SARAO MeerKAT Galactic
Plane Survey (SMGPS; Goedhart et al. 2024) at 1.3 GHz of-
fers a detailed representation of the fine structure of most of
our candidates and a high sensitivity to low surface brightness
extended sources. On the other hand, the Molonglo Galac-
tic Plane Survey 2nd Epoch (MGPS-2; Green, Reeves, and
Murphy 2014) at 843 MHz covers the entire sky south of dec-
lination –30 degrees, providing a great comparison for all the
candidates with latitudes within two degrees of the plane. The
Continuum HI Parkes All-Sky Survey (CHIPASS; Calabretta,
Staveley-Smith, and Barnes 2014) and the S-band Polarisa-
tion All Sky Survey (S-PASS; Carretti et al. 2019) have been
used for the analysis of G321.3–3.9. G321.3–3.9 represents the
first important result of this work and has been published in
Mantovanini et al. (2024), in which the authors performed a
detailed analysis of the object using data collected by several ra-
dio surveys from 200 MHz to 2300 MHz and the X-ray survey
performed by the eROSITA instrument (Predehl et al. 2021),
confirming its nature as an SNR.

The last set of data that we use is the Australia Telescope Na-
tional Facility pulsar catalogue v2.3.0 (Manchester et al. 2005)
d to test whether the remnant candidates that we identified
could be associated with a nearby pulsar. A pulsar related to
an SNR can yield a better estimate of the shell’s distance from
Earth and its age. To decide whether a pulsar is associated
with our candidates (Kaspi 1996), we take into account various
criteria such as the dispersion measure, the pulsar characteristic

age (defined as
P
2Ṗ

) and the transverse velocity that must be

respectively consistent with a nearby location, the age of an

d. https://www.atnf.csiro.au/research/pulsar/psrcat/

SNR and a common centre of origin. The same arguments
can be applied to magnetars. We use the McGill Magnetar
catalogue (Olausen and Kaspi 2014) e to check whether the
candidates are associated with a magnetar located close to the
centre of the remnant shell.

3. Analysis and results
Inspecting the image by eye, we found 97 regions with a
morphology that resembles an SNR. Comparison to the WISE
infrared images eliminated 77 sources as being more luckily
HII regions, reducing the number of SNR candidates to 20. Of
the candidates identified, we reviewed the literature and found
that ten had been previously listed as SNR candidates, and ten
were new candidates. The following sections will provide a
detailed description of the sample (see Table 2 and Table 3).

We associated each candidate with a category similar to
the classification system used in Brogan et al. (2006): (I) – the
source presents a negative lower limit for the spectral index,
which indicates a non-thermal spectrum, it has a complete or
partially complete shell morphology, and it does not present
an infrared counterpart; (II) – we do not have an estimate of
the spectral index limit, but the source shows a typical SNR
morphology and IR emission does not appear to be in the
same sky area; (III) – once again, we do not have a limit on the
spectral index, the candidate is in a region of great confusion
with partial IR contamination.

As reported in Tables 2 and 3, we respectively classified 6,
9 and 5 candidates for each class. For each candidate, we pro-
vide a morphology description as assessed by visual inspection:
“Shell” denotes a complete ring displaying limb brightening;
“Partial shell” denotes a portion ≲ 70% of a complete ring is
evident in the GPM image; while “Filled” denotes an elliptical
structure with brightness lacking distinct edges.

Once the list of SNR candidates was refined using the cri-
teria described above, we calculated the flux density of each
shell. All the candidates listed have an angular size greater than
the maximum scale we could recover; therefore, we treat these
measurements as lower limits. The flux density has been mea-
sured using POLYGON_FLUX, a software package developed
by Hurley-Walker et al. (2019a) that permits us to manually
draw a polygon around the object to define the region where
the flux will be calculated. Since the polygon selection method
we employ is subjective, we apply this procedure ten times to
each SNR candidate to minimize errors and biases associated
with choosing a single polygon. We then applied an interpo-
lated 2D plane to determine the remnant background, which
will automatically be subtracted from the selected polygon to
get the final flux density measure. To reduce contamination
from other structures just outside the shell, it is possible to draw
a second polygon that will exclude all the selected regions from
calculating the flux densities and the background. Moreover, it
is possible to remove the contribution of point sources within
the remnant’s shell, which can cause inaccuracies in the flux
measurement. The software allows you to click on a source

e. http://www.physics.mcgill.ca/ pulsar/magnetar/main.html
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Table 1. Summary of radio surveys in which we searched for our SNR candidates sample. This table includes the acronym name of the survey, the central
frequency at which the observations were performed, the sensitivity reached, the angular resolution and the survey description paper.

Central frequency Sensitivity Angular resolution Max. angular scale
Survey name

MHz mJy/beam ′′ ′
Reference

GPM 200 2 45 10 Hurley-Walker et al. in prep.

MGPS-2 843 10 45 × 45 csc |δ| 70 Green et al. 1999

RACS 888 0.25 15 15–30 McConnell et al. 2020

EMU 944 0.025 15 35 Norris et al. 2021

SMGPS 1300 0.01–0.02 8 10 Goedhart et al. 2024

CHIPASS 1394.5 125 864 N/A Calabretta, Staveley-Smith, and Barnes 2014

SPASS 2303 11 534 N/A Carretti et al. 2019

Parkes 2.4 2400 17 624 N/A Duncan et al. 1997

that needs to be removed from the calculation and automat-
ically measures the associated flux to be subtracted from the
total flux of the SNR.

Once we have an estimate of the flux density in the GPM
data, we refer to the flux density recovery fraction plot re-
ported in Fig. 2 of Hurley-Walker et al. (2022) to predict how
underestimated is the flux density measure. The plot shows
the fraction of the measured and model flux densities as a func-
tion of the angular scale for sources of different brightness and
various cleaning models with a weighting parameter varying
from uniform to natural. This provides us with a lower limit
at the GPM frequency. When SMGPS data is available, and
the source size falls within the sensitivity of the survey, we
estimated the flux density applying the POLYGON_FLUX
software. As Goedhart et al. (2024) detailed, spectral index
values tend to be more precise within the middle of the band
(approx. 1300 MHz), where flux density measurements are in
good agreement with values found in the literature. While we
may miss some flux, we anticipate it to scale with the maximum
spatial scale the survey could recover.

Finally, we determine the spectral index of the source by
combining the two estimates mentioned above. This spectral
index measurement, therefore, provides insight into whether
the source could be synchrotron-dominated. If our estimate of
the spectral index lower limit falls within the range expected
from SNRs, we can confidently conclude that we are dealing
with a non-thermal object, validating our detection.

The following two sections will highlight the main char-
acteristics of the candidates that were previously identified in
the literature and, in particular, the new candidates we have
identified with these data.

3.1 Previous SNR candidates

In this section, we illustrate the 10 SNR candidates we have
detected with the GPM data already cited by previous works in
the literature. One of these candidates corresponds to G321.3–
3.9 which has been confirmed as an SNR thanks to a combined
analysis at radio frequencies and X-rays by Mantovanini et
al. (2024). The object has been included in the table and
the statistics analysis in Section 4 for completeness, but further
details can be found in the recently published paper. In Table 2,
we summarize these objects’ main properties and reference
the first paper that reported them. The region where the
candidates reside can be seen in Figs. 1-9; in each figure, the
first panel corresponds to the GPM data at 200 MHz used
in this work, the middle panel shows either RACS, EMU or
SMGPS data as specified in the caption, and the third panel
represents a RGB image constructed using the higher three
bands of the WISE survey as described in Section 2.2.

According to the classification system defined in Section 3,
six candidates fall in the first category, three in the second one
and only one in the third, meaning we are fairly confident
that the sources are remnants, and they do not show a typical
HII region morphology in infrared coincident to the radio
shell. We cannot accurately estimate the flux densities of these
sources due to their faintness and the survey’s poor resolution
to their angular scales, which is inadequate to resolve the entire
structure of the candidates. However, a lower limit is reported
in Table 2.

Most candidates are fairly close to the Galactic plane with
|b| < 1◦ except for G299.2–1.5, G310.7–5.4 and G321.3–3.9.
Those objects correspond to three of the four largest candidates
we have identified in our sample. This fact can be explained by
considering that at high Galactic latitudes, the density of the
ISM decreases, reducing the rate of energy dispersion; con-
sequently, these sources can expand for longer times and at a
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higher rate, reaching larger radii.

In the following, a brief description of each candidate is
provided.

3.1.1 G39.5+0.4
This candidate has been identified by Dokara et al. (2021) us-
ing the Karl G. Jansky Very Large Array GLObal view of the
STAR formation in the Milky Way (GLOSTAR) survey at
5.4 GHz as a single arc morphology with a linearly polarised
emission with a degree of polarization 0.06 ± 0.02. Our de-
tection can better resolve the object’s structure (refer to the
first panel of Fig. 1), making almost the entire shell visible
with a 0.30 × 0.28 degrees dimension. The authors estimated
a lower limit for the flux density at 5.4 GHz obtaining a value
of 0.024 ± 0.003 Jy as the instrument is only sensitive to struc-
tures smaller than approximately 1.5 arcminutes. The object is
visible in other radio surveys (GLEAM, RACS, and SMGPS
are the most relevant examples), which assess our confidence
level in the object. The candidate, as observed by SMGPS at
1300 MHz is reported in the middle panel of Fig. 1, while the
right panel shows the presence of some IR emission in the same
region of the shell’s candidate, which does not share the same
morphology but it is hard to clarify whether the two emission
contribution are related to each other with the current data
available. Further observations are necessary to disentangle the
synchrotron emission from a possible HII region. The absence
of a spectral index limit and the contamination from thermal
emission made us classify this candidate as a class III.

3.1.2 G299.2–1.5
This SNR candidate represents one of the largest objects in
our sample; it has been first identified by Duncan et al. (1997)
as a circular object with a 35 arcminutes diameter, and later on
by Green, Reeves, and Murphy (2014) as a faint but complete
circular shell at 843 MHz. Due to the instrument limitation,
the authors could only be able to provide a lower limit of the
flux density and estimated it to be greater than 0.31 Jy. We
determined that the integrated source flux should be greater
than 4.5 Jy in agreement with a falling spectrum of an SNR
object. Albeit the WISE RGB image (see panel three of Fig. 2)
does not show the presence of a HII region structure in the
same sky region, we have only classified the source as class
II due to its large angular size which made us difficult to set
some constraints on the spectral index. The structure of the
object as seen by the GPM at 200 MHz and RACS at 888 MHz
is shown in the left and middle panels of Fig. 2. The candidate
has also been detected in Johnston-Hollitt et al. (in prep.).

3.1.3 G310.7–5.4
The SNR candidate G310.7–5.4 was discovered by Green,
Reeves, and Murphy (2014) and described as a complete cir-
cular shell with a diameter of 31 × 29 arcminutes2. Similarly,
we observe two prominent arcs composing a round shell of
27 arcminutes in diameter, making it one of the more extensive

objects in the sample (see left and middle panel of 3); inspect-
ing the GPM image, we noticed the presence of a fainter arc
within the primary shell, suggesting the possible presence of a
reverse shock. The WISE RGB image does not show any IR
emission associated with it, as illustrated in the right panel of
Fig. 3. The first detection could not fully resolve the object’s
structure; once again, we can only provide a lower limit on the
flux density, corresponding to 1.1 Jy. We denoted the object
as class II according to our classification scheme.

3.1.4 G317.6+0.9
This source is listed as a potential SNR candidate by Green
et al. (1999) but has not been confirmed. We observe a partial
shell structure in the GPM image (left panel of Fig. 4) with
a diameter of 0.58 × 0.44 degrees2. The EMU survey better
resolves the morphology as illustrated in the middle panel of
Fig. 4, where it is possible to distinguish a filament structure.
The candidate’s dimensions are too big and can not be resolved
by the GPM campaign. Therefore, we could only estimate a
flux density lower limit, which corresponds to 1.9 Jy. The third
panel of the figure instead shows the absence of an infrared
structure within the radio shell, which enables the classification
of the object as part of class II. The candidate has also been
listed in Johnston-Hollitt et al. (in prep.).

3.1.5 G322.7+0.1
The object was first proposed as a potential remnant by Whiteoak
and Green (1996), but an image of the object was only pro-
vided two decades later by Green, Reeves, and Murphy (2014),
where it appeared as an extremely faint and circular shell. A
similar structure is observed in the GPM image (see left panel
of Fig. 5) with a radius of 0.1 degrees. Green, Reeves, and
Murphy (2014) estimated a flux density of 0.29 Jy at 843 MHz
with an error between 5 and 10%; considering a mean Galactic
SNR spectral index of -0.51 (Ranasinghe and Leahy 2023),
the source’s flux at the GPM frequency should vary between
0.5 and 0.7 Jy, in accordance with the lower limit provided
by us (Table 2). A limit on the spectral index can be obtained
using GPM and MGPS-2 results, which converge in α < –0.5.
A better estimate is provided by combining SMGPS (middle
panel of Fig. 5) and GPM data; using POLYGON_FLUX, we
estimated a flux density of 0.1 Jy at 1300 MHz which lead to
a spectral index of –1+0.1

–0.3, where the uncertainties take into
consideration the fraction of the flux densities that we might
be missing from the surveys involved in the calculation. The
infrared image in the same sky area does not show any HII
region-like structure (right panel of Fig. 5), increasing our
confidence level in this candidate, which has been classified
as class I. The candidate has also been detected in Johnston-
Hollitt et al. (in prep.).

3.1.6 G324.1–0.2
In the left panel of Fig. 6 is the 200 MHz image of G324.1–0.2.
The object appears as a filled ellipse approximately 0.14 ×
0.14 degrees2 in size. The right panel of the same image does
not show IR contamination, which increases our confidence
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Figure 1. Region surrounding G39.5+0.4 (class III) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by SMGPS at 1300 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12
µm (G), and 3.4 µm (B).
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Figure 2. Region surrounding G299.2–1.5 (class II) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by RACS at 888 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12 µm
(G), and 3.4 µm (B).
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Figure 3. Region surrounding G310.7–5.4 (class II) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by RACS at 888 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12 µm
(G), and 3.4 µm (B).
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Figure 4. Region surrounding G317.6+0.9 (class II) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by EMU at 944 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12 µm
(G), and 3.4 µm (B). The red ellipse surrounds thermal contributions in the candidate sky area.
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Figure 5. Region surrounding G322.7+0.1 (class I) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by SMGPS at 1300 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12
µm (G), and 3.4 µm (B). The known remnant G322.5-0.1 is highlighted in yellow; the orange dashed line goes around an SNR candidate, while the red ellipse
surrounds thermal contributions in the candidate sky area.
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level in a non-thermal contribution from this candidate, which
has been classified as class I. The lower limit of the flux density
is 0.24 Jy. Recently, it has been listed in Ball et al. 2023 paper
with a flux of 0.26±0.03 Jy at 933 MHz; however, they do not
provide a spectral index value. Using POLYGON_FLUX, we
then estimated a flux density of 0.20 Jy at 1300 MHz, which led
to a spectral index of < –0.1. A survey with higher sensitivity
and resolution is essential in making a conclusive statement on
the nature of this object.

3.1.7 G324.1+0.0
G324.1+0.0 is first mentioned as a possible SNR candidate in
Whiteoak and Green (1996) and described as an elongated
shell with a flux density at 843 MHz of 1.2 Jy and a size of
14 × 6 arcminutes2. More recently, it has been listed in the
work of Green, Reeves, and Murphy (2014) using the same
telescope and observing frequency; while they measured the
same size, their quoted flux densities are very different: 1.2 Jy
and 0.3 Jy, respectively, even considering the error in the flux
measurement, which is between 5–10%.

The candidate has also been detected in Johnston-Hollitt
et al. (in prep.) and in the recently published work by Ball
et al. (2023), where they estimated a spectral index of –0.30.2

0.2
using flux densities at 933 MHz and 216 MHz. As affirmed by
the authors, the uncertainty is too large to be conclusive.

We estimated flux density lower limits of 1.7 Jy at 200 Mhz
and 0.6 Jy at 1300 MHz. The limit for the spectral index has
been calculated using the GPM limit and SMGPS data (left and
middle panel of Fig. 7) to be greater than < –0.6, removing the
possibility that the candidate could be dominated by thermal
emission.

The candidate is located in a complex area with HII regions
very close to it. Still, the structure itself does not seem to be
affected by it, as confirmed in the right panel of Fig. 7. The
source falls in the class I of our classification scheme.

3.1.8 G328.6+0.0
First noted by McClure-Griffiths et al. (2001), this SNR candi-
date has an ambiguous morphology that suggests the presence
of two different objects not related to each other (left panel
of Fig. 8). From a visual inspection of the GPM image, the
arcs’ shape seems consistent with two smaller circular struc-
tures instead of a bigger elliptical shell. The first object is
centred at (15:56:58, –53:30:35) with the ellipse’s diameters of
0.22 × 0.26 degrees2; while the second candidate is centred
at (15:57:33, –53:14:42) with a radius of 0.1 degrees. Further
observations using the higher resolution SMGPS (see the mid-
dle panel in Fig. 8) reveal that the complex exhibits extended
emission, predominantly in the east. A better sensitivity to
bigger spatial scales may help clarify this object’s structure. No
corresponding infrared emission is detected from the sky area
under examination as visible from the right panel of Fig. 8).
The candidate has also been detected in Johnston-Hollitt et al.
(in prep.) and in Ball et al. 2023, where they calculated the flux
density of the entire structure correspondent to 3.5 ± 0.9 Jy
with a spectral index of –0.75 ± 0.06 which confirm that the

emission is luckily non-thermal. For this reason, we classified
the candidate as class I, but further studies are needed to clarify
the complex morphology of the object.

By comparing the images, we noticed the presence of a
point-like source that does not have a thermal counterpart. We
believe it to be a promising pulsar candidate; we estimated a
spectral index value using GPM and SMGPS data, obtaining
a value of –1.3, which is in accordance with the steepness of
a pulsar spectrum as shown in Fig. 2 of Bates, Lorimer, and
Verbiest (2013). Follow-up observations need to be performed
to clarify the nature of the source.

3.1.9 G336.8–0.6
Green, Reeves, and Murphy (2014) identified this SNR can-
didate at 843 MHz as an irregular shell with bright knots at
the edges and determined a flux density of 0.66 ± 0.6 Jy with
an error between 5–10%. We observe a similar structure in
the GPM data (left panel of Fig. 9) with the ellipse’s diam-
eters of 0.18 × 0.28 degrees2. A more detailed view of the
candidate’s filaments is given by SMGPS at 1300 MHz and
shown in the middle panel of Fig. 9. The RGB panel in Fig. 9
shows clear contamination from mid-infrared emission, but
no structure resembles the radio morphology. We estimated a
lower limit of 1.6 Jy at 200 MHz and provided a limit on the
spectral index correspondent to α < –0.6, which indicates that
the emission is luckily non-thermal and made the candidate fall
in class I of our scheme. The candidate has also been detected
in Johnston-Hollitt et al. (in prep.).

3.2 New SNR candidates
We now summarize the properties of 10 SNR candidates iden-
tified for the first time using the GPM data, listing them in
Table 3. As can be seen from Figs. 10-19, which show the re-
gions around each object as seen by GPM (left), RACS, EMU
or SMGPS (middle), and WISE (right), the candidates are
either located in a complex region of the Galactic plane, or
their surface brightness is extremely low and comparable with
the background itself. These characteristics explain why these
SNRs were not detected in previous works. On the line of the
classification scheme reported in Section 3, we are confident or
fairly confident that six candidates are SNRs, attributing them
a class of I or II; the remaining four have been classified as class
III because the region is very confused or it shows infrared
contamination such as in G332.8 – 1.5, indicating the need for
further observations for a conclusive identification.

Similarly to the candidates previously known and discussed
in Section 3.1, the group of new SNR candidates is located
at low latitudes; the most isolated object in this sample is
G332.8 – 1.5, which resides in a very complex region of the
Galaxy where thermal emission occurs, as mentioned above.
They are all characterized by fairly small radii reaching a max-
imum of ∼23 arcminutes with G332.5–1.2. An estimate of the
lower limit for the flux densities at 200 MHz is provided, mea-
sured using the POLYGON_FLUX software and presented in
Table 3.
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Figure 6. Region surrounding G324.1–0.2 (class I) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by SMGPS at 1300 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12
µm (G), and 3.4 µm (B).
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Figure 7. Region surrounding G324.1+0.0 (class I) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by SMGPS at 1300 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12
µm (G), and 3.4 µm (B). The red ellipses surround thermal contributions in the candidate sky area.
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Figure 8. Region surrounding G328.4–0.1 (class I) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by SMGPS at 1300 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12
µm (G), and 3.4 µm (B). The white dashed line surrounds candidate G328.4–0.1, and the magenta dashed line encircles the emission from a second circular
structure that may be part of the same object or constitute a second SNR candidate. The red ellipse surrounds thermal contributions in the candidate sky area,
while the cyan arrow points toward the position of a possible pulsar candidate.
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Figure 9. Region surrounding G336.8–0.6 (class I) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by SMGPS at 1300 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12
µm (G), and 3.4 µm (B).

Table 3. Properties of new SNR candidates discovered in this work, as detailed in subsection 3.2. The table is structured as follows: Name derived from Galactic
coordinates via lll.l± b.b; Ra, Dec right ascension and declination in J2000 coordinates; l, b longitude and latitude in Galactic coordinates; MAJ, MIN major and
minor axes of the candidate’s elliptical shell in degrees; PA is the position angle in degree; S200 flux density measured at 200 MHz; Morphology of the shell as
can be determined by visual inspection; assigned Class (as defined in Section 3).

Name RA Dec l b MAJ MIN PA S200 MHz Morphology Class

J2000 J2000 ◦ ◦ ◦ ◦ ◦ Jy

G16.0+0.7 18:17:09 –14:39:13 16.02 0.74 0.18 0.18 0 > 0.5 Filled & partial shell II

G39.4–0.0 19:03:28 +5:46:30 39.44 –0.03 0.26 0.26 0 > 0.6 Shell III

G306.4+0.1 13:21:46 –62:36:36 306.41 0.06 0.32 0.32 0 > 0.3 Partial shell III

G309.2–0.1 13:45:44 –62:19:41 309.19 –0.12 0.17 0.23 340 > 0.3 Shell III

G332.5–1.2 16:21:22 –51:35:48 332.46 –1.19 0.39 0.39 0 > 1.9 Filled II

G332.8–1.5 16:24:25 –51:32:44 332.83 –1.49 0.19 0.19 0 > 0.3 Shell III

G333.5+0.0 16:20:36 –50:01:04 333.49 0.02 0.18 0.24 90 > 3.4 Shell II

G335.7+0.9 16:26:23 –47:46:59 335.74 0.92 0.21 0.21 0 > 0.3 Partial shell II

G341.4–0.2 16:52:49 –44:16:58 341.41 –0.18 0.22 0.22 0 > 1.4 Filled II

G352.8–0.3 17:28:42 –35:12:11 352.79 –0.35 0.20 0.20 0 > 1.3 Filled? II
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The following sections provide a brief description of each
object in the sample.

3.2.1 G16.0+0.7
The candidate G16.0+0.7, pictured in Fig. 10 at 200 MHz (left
panel), has an approximately circular shape with a diameter
of 0.18 degrees. The emission is particularly faint at this fre-
quency and localized in the southern part of the shell. The
SMGPS 1300 MHz image (middle panel) shows an interesting
structure in this source, resolving the southern arc into two
smaller filaments. There is an absence of infrared contamina-
tion in the object’s sky area (as seen in the right panel). The
GPM flux density lower limit is 0.5 Jy. We classify the remnant
candidate as class II.

Inspecting the GPM and SMGPS images, we noticed the
presence of a point source inside the candidate shell, which did
not seem to have a thermal origin; we highlighted its location
inside the shell using a cyan arrow. There is a strong possibility
it could be a pulsar due to the SMGPS image revealing a
potential “blow-out” in the right section of the shell, where
the cavity could have been produced by a pulsar wind. We
then performed a spectral index calculation, which gave us
an estimate of –1.2. This value falls in the lower limit of the
indices range given by Bates, Lorimer, and Verbiest (2013), but
to gain more confidence in the nature of the source, further
observations are requested.

3.2.2 G39.4–0.0
This new SNR candidate has a faint circular shell with a di-
ameter of 0.26 degrees (as seen by GPM and SMGPS in the
left and middle panel of Fig. 11). The right panel shows an
HII region close to the southern east border of the shell that
may contaminate the source; the RGB does not seem to have
emission related to the northern part of the shell, making this
object still a promising candidate. Due to the complex region
where it is situated, we classified it as class III. The lower limit
of the flux density is 0.6 Jy.

3.2.3 G306.4+0.1
The object has an extremely faint but almost complete circular
shell of 0.32 degrees in size, and it’s shown as seen by GPM and
EMU in the left and middle panel of Fig. 12. Most of the flux
detected is concentrated in a western arc that, however, could
be related to infrared emission as observed by WISE in the
right panel. We still classified the object as a possible candidate
of class III because the RGB does not show a complete shell as
seen by the radio images. The lower limit of the flux density
is 0.3 Jy.

3.2.4 G309.2-0.1
G309.2–0.1 appears at 200 MHz and 1300 MHz (left and middle
panels of Fig. 13) as a square ring contaminated by four bright
point sources around the shell and possibly an HII region in the
southern part as confirmed by the RGB panel in Fig. 13 where
a mid-infrared emission is surrounded by an annulus ring at
12µm. This is probably a case where thermal and non-thermal

regions are localized along the same line of sight, causing
confusion and difficulty in identification. Further observations
are necessary to better disentangle the emissions. The flux
density has a lower limit of 0.3 Jy and has been classified as
class III. The candidate has also been listed in Johnston-Hollitt
et al. (in prep.).

3.2.5 G332.5–1.2
Fig. 14 shows a fairly faint and filled object of 0.39 degrees in
diameter as seen by GPM and RACS. Even if the candidate
is further away from the Galactic plane, where most of the
confusion is concentrated, we detect infrared emission out-
side the shell. This is most likely a sign of possible interaction
between the suspected candidate and its surrounding environ-
ment, and therefore classify this as class II. The lower limit for
the flux density is 1.9 Jy. The candidate has also been listed in
Johnston-Hollitt et al. (in prep.).

3.2.6 G332.8–1.5
G332.8–1.5 is the object where we had more concerns in clas-
sifying it as an SNR candidate due to the highly contaminated
WISE image (see right panel of Fig. 15). It has a complete
circular shell with a diameter of 0.19 degrees, which makes
it the second smallest object in our sample. The emission of
this candidate is localized in the right arc, coincident with a
bright, thermal structure. Nevertheless, G332.8–1.5 has still
been added to the list of new SNR candidates because the re-
maining part of the shell does not seem to have a counterpart
at infrared wavelengths (see left and middle panels) and could
be another case of superimposition along the same line of sight.
We classified the object as class III according to the difficul-
ties encountered. The flux density has a lower limit of 0.3 Jy,
which does not include the bright arc coincident with thermal
emission.

3.2.7 G333.5+0.0
The object illustrated in Fig. 16 by GPM data at 200 MHz
(left) and by SMGPS data at 1300 MHz (middle) has a bright
elliptical radio shell with diameters of 0.18 × 0.24 degrees2

and no infrared components associated with the ellipse, as can
be seen in the right panel. The flux density lower limit at
200 MHz is 3.4 Jy. We classified the object as class II for the
absence of a spectral index estimate. The candidate has also
been listed in Johnston-Hollitt et al. (in prep.).

3.2.8 G335.7+0.9
The candidate G335.7+0.9 has a radius of 0.1 degrees and a
pretty faint surface brightness. It is hardly possible to distin-
guish the object from the background. It has a prominent arc
in the northern region that is also resolved by the RACS survey
as shown in the middle panel of Fig. 17. There is no infrared
component to this object (right panel). The flux density lower
limit is 0.3 Jy. We classified the object as class II. The candidate
has also been listed in Johnston-Hollitt et al. (in prep.).
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Figure 10. Region surrounding G16.0+0.7 (class II) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by SMGPS at 1300 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12
µm (G), and 3.4 µm (B). The cyan arrow points toward the position of a possible pulsar candidate.
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Figure 11. Region surrounding G39.4–0.0 (class III) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by SMGPS at 1300 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12
µm (G), and 3.4 µm (B). The red ellipse surrounds thermal contributions in the candidate sky area.
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Figure 12. Region surrounding G306.4+0.1 (class III) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by EMU at 944 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12 µm
(G), and 3.4 µm (B).
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Figure 13. Region surrounding G309.2–0.1 (class III) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by SMGPS at 1300 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12
µm (G), and 3.4 µm (B). The known remnant G308.8–0.1 is highlighted in yellow, while the red ellipses surround thermal contributions in the candidate sky
area.
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Figure 14. Region surrounding G332.5–1.2 (class II) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by RACS at 888 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12 µm
(G), and 3.4 µm (B).
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Figure 15. Region surrounding G332.8–1.5 (class III) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by RACS at 888 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12 µm
(G), and 3.4 µm (B).
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Figure 16. Region surrounding G333.5+0.0 (class II) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by SMGPS at 1300 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12
µm (G), and 3.4 µm (B).
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Figure 17. Region surrounding G335.7+0.9 (class II) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by RACS at 888 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12 µm
(G), and 3.4 µm (B).
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3.2.9 G341.4–0.2
G341.4–0.2 appears as a hook in the GPM image at 200 MHz
and similarly in the EMU survey at 944 MHz (reported in the
left and middle panel of Fig. 18). There are no point sources
or diffuse structures in the same sky area that could be the
cause of contamination. The faintness of the source made us
classify it only as an object of class II. The lower limit of the
flux density is 1.4 Jy. The candidate has also been listed in
Johnston-Hollitt et al. (in prep.).

3.2.10 G352.8–0.3
The last candidate identified by the GPM campaign is il-
lustrated in Fig. 19 where it appears as a circular shell of
0.20 degrees diameter. The middle panel of the same plot repre-
sents the candidate as seen by SMGPS at the higher frequency
of 1300 MHz, and the right panel shows that the source has
no infrared components, significantly increasing the chances
of this candidate being an SNR. The object has been classified
as class II. The flux density lower limit at 200 MHz is 1.3 Jy.

4. Discussion and conclusions
Our approach has enabled us to identify 20 SNR candidates
in the region delimited by 285◦ < l < 70◦ using GPM data
from the MWA. None of the candidates present a fully coinci-
dent infrared counterpart; six are characterized by a negative
spectral index limit which suggests a dominant non-thermal
emission mechanism and strengthens the source’s classification
as an SNR.

Our candidates all have an angular size below 25 arcminutes
except for three candidates: G299.2–1.5, G310.7–5.4 and
G321.3–3.9. As shown in the histogram in Fig. 20, the dimen-
sions of all the elements in our sample are in agreement with
the sizes expected for remnants when compared to the Green
catalogue and, in general, smaller compared to the GLEAM-
selected SNRs; this is expected as the MWA GLEAM survey
has a resolution of 2′ and sensitivity to structures of angular
scales 2′ – 15◦.

In Fig. 21, we present the flux density at 200 MHz of the
three samples of the Green catalogue, the candidates identified
with the GLEAM survey and the new GPM candidates. The
last mentioned sample is shown as a dashed cyan line as it cor-
responds to lower limits and thus cannot be directly compared
with the known SNRs and the GLEAM candidates, which pro-
vide exact values. Even if we are missing 50% of the flux of our
new candidates, they reside in the lower range of flux densities
of the objects reported by Green. The faintness of the SNR
candidates explains why these objects were not confirmed in
the Green catalogue and highlights how a study with better
sensitivity to all angular scales will increase our possibility of
finding the missing population.

We now compare the Galactic longitude and latitude of
our SNR candidates with the large Green SNR sample and
HII regions in order to examine their spatial distribution and
investigate potential correlations between their locations. This
comparison may also help us identify any systematic biases or
selection effects in our sample. As shown in Fig. 22, where the

longitude (left panel) and latitude (right panel) locations are
represented, the detected sample follows a similar distribution
to the Green SNRs. The V2.2 WISE catalogue of HII regions
along the Galactic plane has been downloaded f and included
in the analysis; albeit HII regions follow the same latitude trend
limited within a modulus of five degrees, the longitude dis-
tribution has a similar shape to SNRs except around l = 45◦
where they show a peak indicating the youths of the W43
star formation region. On the other hand, close to b = 0◦, the
candidate histogram does not show a change in the inclination
when compared to the Green catalogue and the HII region
distribution. It also highlights how our work has succeeded in
detecting a higher fraction of candidates in this area compared
to the SNR distribution. Nevertheless, we are still missing
many candidates, assuming the distribution resembles that of
HII regions where almost 50% of the sources are localized.

It is worth mentioning the work done by Dokara et al. (2021),
in which the authors identified 157 SNR candidates using the
GLOSTAR survey of the Galactic plane. They provide a simi-
lar latitude histogram showing a small discrepancy between the
distribution of the candidates detected compared to the known
SNRs and HII regions. The two known samples present a his-
togram peak centre in b = 0◦, with a slightly higher count for
negative latitudes, in opposition to their sample of candidates
that is shifted toward positive values. Instead, the candidates
identified in this work seem to follow the distribution of the
Green catalogue objects and the thermal sources, showing a
higher number of sources for b < 0◦. However, our sample is
not statistically significant, and we can not formulate a con-
clusive statement. It is, therefore, still unclear what can cause
the bias Dokara et al. (2021) are facing in their analysis and
whether it is expected to occur; increasing the overall popula-
tion of SNR in the Galaxy will help to clarify whether it is a
selection or a real effect.

If the candidates are confirmed, compared to the Green
catalogue, this work increases the remnant population by 9%
in the same region of the sky over 285◦ < l < 70◦ and |b| < 16◦,
and the total number of SNRs by 7%. Of the 20 candidates in
our sample, it has only been possible to provide a spectral index
estimate for six; in the rest of the cases, the radio surveys cover-
ing the candidate’s locations do not fully measure structures of
their size. We are currently working on a joint deconvolution
of data collected by the GLEAM survey and the GLEAM-X
(eXtended; Hurley-Walker et al. 2022; Ross et al. 2024) survey
to take advantage of the high resolution and sensitivity to all
spatial scales (45

′′
–15◦ and frequency range 72–231 MHz) that

these two data sets can provide. Using these data, we will be
able to measure the spectral indices of these and other candi-
dates, as well as detect new candidates, further decreasing the
discrepancy between theory and observations. By combining
the results with the recently unveiled SMGPS survey and the
gradually emerging EMU survey data, which have already
helped in the confirmation of some of the candidates presented
in this work and will definitely consent to further detections,
we will be able to provide flux density measurements spanning

f. http://astro.phys.wvu.edu/wise/
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Figure 18. Region surrounding G341.4–0.2 (class II) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by EMU at 944 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12 µm
(G), and 3.4 µm (B). The red ellipses surround thermal contributions in the candidate sky area.
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Figure 19. Region surrounding G352.8–0.3 (class II) as observed by GPM at 200 MHz (left), by SMGPS at 1300 MHz (middle) and by WISE (right) at 22 µm (R), 12
µm (G), and 3.4 µm (B). The known G352.7–0.1 is highlighted in yellow, while the red ellipses surround thermal contributions in the candidate sky area.
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Figure 20. Histogram of the candidates’ angular size. It provides a compari-
son with known SNRs listed in the December 2022 Green catalogue and the
27 GLEAM candidates (Hurley-Walker et al., 2019b).
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Figure 21. Histogram of the candidates’ flux density lower limit at 200 MHz
(dashed cyan line). It provides a comparison with known SNRs listed in the
December 2022 Green catalogue (with a known spectral index value to assure
an appropriate conversion of the flux to a lower frequency) and the 27 GLEAM
candidates (Hurley-Walker et al., 2019b).

72 MHz to 1.4 GHz. This comprehensive dataset will enable
an excellent sampling of SNRs that will only be superseded by
the SKA.

Moreover, multi-wavelength studies are essential in un-
derstanding the phenomena we observe in the sky, and the
advantages are multiple. Every wavelength provides different
information on the sources under examination. By taking a
multifrequency approach, we obtain more precise estimates
of the physical parameters, giving a more complete view of
the mechanisms and underlying physics at work. Future work
will make use of the fourth data release of the Mopra South-
ern Galactic Plane carbon monoxide (CO) survey (Cubuk et
al. 2023) to provide useful information on the composition
of the environment surrounding the candidates we have de-
scribed in this paper, highlighting the possible presence of a
molecular cloud in the vicinity and so probing its interactions
with the shock fronts, and providing distance estimates.
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Figure 22. Distribution of the SNR candidates identified in this work as a function of the longitude (panel A) and latitude (panel B). The distribution along
the Galactic plane of the known SNRs (as per the December 2022 version of Green’s catalogue) is represented in blue, while the red histogram illustrates the
distribution of HII regions from the V2.2 WISE catalogue. The counts have been normalized to form a probability density.
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