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ABSTRACT

There have been substantial improvements on Fermi Large Area Telescope (LAT) data and analysis tools
since the last analysis on the mid-aged supernova remnant (SNR) Kes 79 (Auchettl et al. 2014). Recent multi-
wavelength studies confirmed its interaction with molecular clouds. About 0.36◦ north from Kes 79, a powerful
pulsar – PSR J1853+0056 also deserves our attention. In this work, we analyse the 11.5-year Fermi-LAT data
to investigate the γ-ray feature in/around this complex region. Our result shows a more significant detection
(∼34.8σ in 0.1–50 GeV) for this region. With ≥5 GeV data, we detect two extended sources – Src-N (the
brighter one; radius ≈ 0.31◦) concentrated at the north of the SNR while enclosing PSR J1853+0056, and Src-S
(radius ≈ 0.58◦) concentrated at the south of the SNR. Their spectra have distinct peak energies (∼1.0 GeV for
Src-N and .0.5 GeV for Src-S), suggesting different origins for them. In our hadronic model that includes the
leaked cosmic-rays (CRs) from the shock-cloud collision, even with extreme values of parameters, SNR Kes
79 can by no means provide enough CRs reaching clouds at Src-N to explain the local GeV spectrum. We
propose that the Src-N emission could be predominantly reproduced by a putative pulsar wind nebula (PWN)
powered by PSR J1853+0056. On the other hand, our same hadronic model can reproduce a majority of the
GeV emission at Src-S with typical values of parameters, while the three known pulsars inside Src-S release a
total power that is too low to account for half of its γ-ray emission.

Keywords: pulsars: individual (PSR B1849+00, CXOU J185238.6+004020, 3XMM J185246.6+003317, PSR
J1853+0056) – stars: magnetars – ISM: individual objects (SNR Kes 79) – ISM: cosmic rays –
gamma rays: general

1. INTRODUCTION

The supernova remnant (SNR), Kes 79 (a.k.a. G33.6+0.1), is first discovered by Molonglo at 408 MHz and Parkes 64m at 5
GHz (Caswell et al. 1975) with a bright central region. The radio morphology of Kes 79 is characterized by multiple distinct
outer shells (Velusamy et al. 1991; Rho & Petre 1998). The X-ray emissions from Kes 79 are observed by Einstein (Seaquist
& Gilmore 1982) and ROSAT (Seward & Velusamy 1995). The later X-ray observations with Chandra reveal complex spatial
structures, which demonstrate spatial coincidence with the radio-continuum shell (Sun et al. 2004). Detailed XMM-Newton data
analysis by Zhou et al. (2016) discovered that the diffuse X-ray emissions in the SNR consist of a cold and a hot components,
which lead to an estimated SNR age of 4.4-6.7 kyr. Suzaku results by Sato et al. (2016) suggested a two-temperature model as
well.

Zhou et al. (2016) also found several bright X-ray filaments at the edge of the SNR, which suggest a scenario of SNR interacting
with some molecular clouds (MCs) at 105 km/s (7.1 kpc). Other evidences for the SNR-MC interaction include: detection of
OH absorption at both 1665 and 1667 MHz (Stanimirović et al. 2003), detection of a 95 GHz methanol maser (Zubrin & Shulga
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2008), detection of broadened CO lines (Zhou et al. 2016; Kilpatrick et al. 2016), and high velocity ejecta fragment found in
X-ray (Zhou et al. 2016).

Hadronic γ-ray sources of SNR-MC interactions can serve as stopwatches for the escape of cosmic-rays (CRs) from SNRs,
which gradually develops from highest-energy particles to lowest-energy particles with time (see Ptuskin & Zirakashvili 2003,
2005). To be specific, for hadronic interactions involving a mid-aged (>3 kyr) SNR like Kes 79, we would expect a relatively
softer γ-ray spectrum peaked at a relatively lower energy (see Suzuki et al. 2018, 2020a,b).

Inside SNR Kes 79, a pulsar – CXOU J185238.6+004020 is discovered to be the central compact object (CCO) of the SNR
(Seward et al. 2003; Zhou et al. 2014). Two other pulsars – 3XMM J185246.6+003317 (Zhou et al. 2014) and PSR B1849+00
(Cordes & Lazio 2003) are found in the south vicinity of the SNR. About 21.5′ north from the SNR, there is a more powerful
pulsar – PSR J1853+0056, with a relatively high spin-down power of ∼ 4.1 × 1034 erg s−1 (Pellizzoni et al. 2002).

Pulsar wind nebulae (PWNe) are a notable type of pulsars’ derivative products, which form through pulsars’ wind materials
interacting with and shocked by ambient medium. In terms of energetics, we consider PSR J1853+0056 as a potential candidate
for generating a PWN.

The previous Fermi Large Area Telescope (LAT) study on Kes 79 detected a point-like GeV source with a significance of ∼
7σ (Auchettl et al. 2014). This article reports our advanced Fermi-LAT data analysis results on the GeV emissions in/around
this complex Kes 79 region, including our discovery of two spatial components at ≥5 GeV. We then examine both the hadronic
contribution from the SNR (we adopt 7.1 kpc as its distance from us) and the leptonic contribution from those pulsars. We also
discuss the possibility that a putative PWN powered by PSR J1853+0056 could serve as a GeV-bright source.

2. DATA REDUCTION AND ANALYSIS FOR THE FIELD AROUND KES 79

As an improvement on the previous Fermi analysis of Kes 79 by (Auchettl et al. 2014), we have used the newest P8R3 data and
newer IRF. In our work, the Fermitools version 2.0.0 is used to reduce and analyze the Fermi-LAT data. We use 11.5 years of Pass
8 (P8R3) Source class events collected between August 4, 2008, and April 2, 2020. We focus mainly on data at photon energies
above 500 MeV for higher angular resolution. For reference, the LAT point-spread function is PSF(E)=3.5◦(E/100 MeV)−0.8

for on-axis photons (Atwood et al. 2009; Panaitescu 2017). The region of interest (ROI) we choose is 20◦ × 20◦ centered at RA
=18h52m48.00s, Dec=00◦40

′

48.00
′′

.
We perform a series of binned maximum-likelihood analyses (with an angular bin size of 0.05◦ that is sufficiently small to

well sample the point-spread function (PSF) at energies up to ∼20 GeV). To better model the background, the diffuse model
gll iem v07.fits 1(Galactic diffuse emission) and iso P8R3 SOURCE V2 v1.txt 2(isotropic diffuse component) are used in our
analysis, and sources in the Fermi catalog (4FGL; Abdollahi et al. 2020) are included as background sources. We set free the
spectral parameters of the sources within 5◦ from the ROI center (including the normalizations of the Galactic diffuse background
and of the isotropic diffuse component) in each analysis. For the sources at angular separation beyond 5◦ from the ROI center,
their spectral parameters are fixed to the catalog values.

In the newest 4FGL catalog, 4FGL J1852.4+0037e is associated with SNR Kes 79, and is assigned with the position
(18:52:48.00,00:40:48.0) and a disk radius of 0.1◦ same as those of the SNR radio shell. In this work, our null hypothesis
(to be rejected in §2.1) is that the spatial extension of 4FGL J1852.4+0037e (i.e. the SNR radio shell) covers all γ-ray emissions
from the entire SNR Kes 79 region, while our alternative hypothesis (to be affirmed) is that the γ-rays from this region extend
beyond the SNR radio shell and are even decomposable into two components.

2.1. Results of spatial analyses

For examining the morphology of the emission from this region, we adopt the TS maps with different energy ranges. The TS
map of the Kes 79 region in 1–50 GeV for “FRONT+BACK” data is shown in Figure 1. On this map, the centroid position is
northward offset from SNR Kes 79 (4FGL J1852.4+0037e) by ∼ 0.2◦, and the feature is elongated along the molecular-cloud
(MC) structure traced by CO emission (BU-FCRAO Galactic Ring Survey data 3; Jackson et al. 2006). We choose the velocity
range 100–110 km s−1 for the CO emission contours in Figure 1, based on the fact that the MCs associated with Kes 79 are
located there. The spatial analysis at higher energies shows that the GeV emission is resolved into two structures. According to
the 5–50 GeV TS maps (Figure 2), we found a bright emission region (Src-N) at the north of 4FGL J1852.4+0037e. There is
no strong emission around the 4FGL J1852.4+0037e. At the south of 4FGL J1852.4+0037e, there is another clump of emission
(Src-S) which is relatively fainter than Src-N.

1 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/software/aux/4fgl/gll iem v07.fits
2 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/software/aux/iso P8R3 SOURCE V3 v1.txt
3

https://www.bu.edu/galacticring/new data.html

https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/software/aux/4fgl/gll_iem_v07.fits
https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/software/aux/iso_P8R3_SOURCE_V3_v1.txt
https://www.bu.edu/galacticring/new_data.html
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Table 1. The 2∆ln(likelihood) in 5–50 GeV for “PSF2+PSF3” data, when uniform disks of different radii replace the point-source model to be
the morphology of Src-N.

Radius of extension (◦) 2∆ln(likelihood)
0.09 4.94
0.15 10.24
0.21 16.24
0.27 17.96
0.29 18.06
0.30 18.14
0.31 18.22
0.33 18.18
0.39 17.05
0.45 13.28

We produced a 5–50 GeV count-map (for “FRONT+BACK” data) where all 4FGL catalog sources and diffuse backgrounds
are subtracted, and then computed a brightness profile along Src-N and Src-S (Figure 3). In order to confirm the existence of
two spatial components, we performed Poissonian log-likelihood fits to the count distribution, with single-Gaussian and double-
Gaussian (additive) models respectively. It turns out that a double Gaussian is preferred over a single Gaussian with ∆TS = 33.7
for 3 d.o.f. (∼ 5.2σ). Therefore, we claim a significant detection of two sources Src-N and Src-S in the field around Kes 79.

Then, we use maximum-likelihood analysis to investigate the respective morphologies of Src-N and Src-S. In this procedure,
we perform joint analyses with “PSF2” and “PSF3” data, so as to achieve a compromise between good spatial resolution and
adequate photon statistics. We determine the spatial properties of Src-N (the distinctively brightest component in this region)
with 5–50 GeV data for higher spatial resolution. However, we determine those of Src-S with 1–5 GeV data for higher photon
statistics, because it has a relatively poorer significance of detection in 5–50 GeV. When looking into Src-S, we model out Src-N
with fixing its spatial parameters at our determined position and extension but leaving its spectral parameters free to vary. We
performed a likelihood ratio test to quantify the significance of extension. We assigned power-law spectral models to Src-N and
Src-S, and we attempted uniform-disk morphologies of different radii as well as a point-source model on them.

The best-fit position of Src-N is found to be R.A.=283.33◦, Dec.=0.98◦ in 5–50 GeV, and the best-fit position is R.A.=282.90◦,
Dec.=0.17◦ for Src-S in 1–5 GeV. The distance between Src-N and Src-S is larger than the PSF (< 0.55◦) in 1–50 GeV. For
Src-N, the 2∆ln(likelihood) of different radii relative to the point-source model are tabulated in Table 1. The most likely radius is
determined to be 0.31◦±0.07◦, and this morphology is preferred over a point-source model by ∼ 4.3σ. This radius is at least twice
the PSF for the ≥5 GeV data, justifying the measurement. For Src-S, the most likely radius is determined to be 0.58◦ ±0.06◦, and
this morphology is preferred over a point-source model by ∼ 6.7σ (Table 2). This radius is larger than the PSF for the ≥1 GeV
data, justifying the measurement. We conclude that the ≥ 5 GeV emission is mostly concentrated in two extended sources –
one located to the north of the SNR (Src-N, 6.4σ detection) and the other to the south of the SNR (Src-S, 3.9σ detection). The
positions and extension sizes of Src-N and Src-S are overlaid in Figures 1, 2 & 3.

Although it is hard to distinguish any sub-features around the SNR at 1 GeV (PSF∼ 0.55◦), we cannot exclude the possibility
that the observed whole 1–50 GeV feature may also be a superposition of Src-N and Src-S convolved with the large PSF. In the
1–50 GeV residual TS map (Figure 1) where Src-N and Src-S replace 4FGL J1852.4+0037e (i.e. the SNR radio shell) to be
modeled out, almost nothing is left in the whole field (the maximum TS value is only ∼20, which is tiny compared to the peak of
∼380 on the TS map showing the entire feature). We, thus, focus mainly on spectral fittings for Src-N and Src-S in §2.2.

The last procedure of our spatial analyses is to quantify the systematic uncertainties of their extension radii stemming from the
background subtraction. We cross-check the extensions of Src-N and Src-S by shifting the Galactic diffuse model’s normalisation
by ±5%. After reverting the Galactic diffuse model’s normalisation to the best-fit values, we also cross-check the Src-N extension
by changing the W44 model’s normalisation by ±10%, and cross-check the Src-S extension by changing the Src-N radius by
±0.09◦. We thereby determine the disk radius of Src-N to be 0.31◦ ±0.07◦ stat ±0.06◦ sys, and that of Src-S to be 0.58◦ ±0.06◦ stat ±

0.05◦ sys.

2.2. Results of spectral analyses
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Table 2. The 2∆ln(likelihood) in 1–5 GeV for “PSF2+PSF3” data, when uniform disks of different radii replace the point-source model to be
the morphology of Src-S.

Radius of extension (◦) 2∆ln(likelihood)
0.10 2.41
0.20 9.68
0.40 33.81
0.55 44.11
0.57 44.39
0.58 44.44
0.59 44.41
0.61 44.14
0.65 42.75
0.70 29.38

Table 3. The sum of TS values of Src-N and Src-S for 500 MeV–50 GeV, with various combinations of spectral models.

Src-N
PL PLE BPL

PL 829.4 853.0 898.6
Src-S PLE 846.9 858.7 899.3

BPL 860.3 854.8 905.8

“FRONT+BACK” data are used to investigate the spectra. For spectral fittings, we attempt a power-law (PL) model:

dN
dE

= N0

(
E
E0

)−Γ

, (1)

a power-law with an exponential cutoff (PLE):

dN
dE

= N0

(
E
E0

)−γ
exp

(
−

E
Ecut

)
, (2)

and a broken-power-law (BPL) model:
dN
dE

= N0


(

E
Ebreak

)−α
if E < Eb(

E
Ebreak

)−β
if E ≥ Eb

. (3)

According to the likelihood ratio test on 4FGL J1852.4+0037e (i.e. the SNR radio shell), its 0.1–50 GeV spectrum is best
described by BPL which is preferred over PL and PLE with ∆TS > 27. BPL yields a photon index α = 1.24 ± 0.16 below the
spectral break Ebreak = 497.79 ± 12.45 MeV and β = 2.55 ± 0.04 above the break. 4FGL J1852.4+0037e assigned with this
BPL is detected with a TS value of 1213.36 (∼34.8σ significance) and an integrated flux of (92.0±9.8)×10−9 photons cm−2 s−1

in 0.1–50 GeV.
Subsequently, in the source model, we replace 4FGL J1852.4+0037e with our defined Src-N and Src-S. In the spectral fittings

for them, we exclude the 0.1–0.5 GeV data for avoiding the severe source confusion of photons from Src-N and from Src-S. In
view of a strong correlation between the spectral measurements on them, we attempt 3 × 3 combinations of spectral models for
them so as to achieve unbiased analyses. The 0.5–50 GeV spectral properties of Src-N and Src-S are listed in Tables 3 & 4, and
their spectral energy distributions are shown in Figure 4.

Src-N is best described by a BPL model, which is preferred over PL and PLE with ∆TS > 40. BPL of Src-N yields a photon
index α = 0.59 ± 0.45 below the spectral break (i.e. the peak of the differential energy flux) Ebreak = 1041.0 ± 86.9 MeV and
β = 2.78 ± 0.09 above the peak. For Src-S, a PL model with a photon index Γ = 2.39 ± 0.07 is sufficient to fit its 0.5–50 GeV
spectrum, and the extra parameters of PLE or BPL are not strongly required (only ≤ 2.2σ). More importantly, even in the BPL
model of Src-S, the photon index α below the spectral break appears to be steeper than the photon index β above the break,
entailing that the peak of the differential energy flux of Src-S lies at an energy .0.5 GeV.
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Table 4. The spectral parameters of Src-N and Src-S in 0.5–50 GeV.

Src-N Src-S
PL model

Γ 2.43 ± 0.04 (± 0.05) 2.39 ± 0.07 (± 0.13)
Flux (10−9 photons cm−2 s−1) 19.2 ± 0.9 (± 4.7) 13.5 ± 0.9 (± 7.0)

BPL model
α 0.59 ± 0.45 (+0.48

−1.20) 3.36 ± 0.80 (± 0.24)
β 2.78 ± 0.09 (± 0.02) 2.30 ± 0.10 (± 0.12)
Ebreak (MeV) 1041.0 ± 86.9 (± 19.0) 793.6 ± 249.6 (± 5.5)
Flux (10−9 photons cm−2 s−1) 17.6 ± 1.0 (± 5.5) 13.8 ± 1.0 (± 7.0)

Note. The first uncertainties are statistical, and the second uncertainties (i.e., those inside brackets) are systematic.

We proceed to quantify the systematic uncertainties of their spectral parameters stemming from the background subtraction.
To cross-check the spectral properties of Src-N and Src-S, we alter the Galactic diffuse model’s normalisation by ±5% and alter
the W44 model’s normalisation by ±10%. Each of them is changed while the other is fixed at its best-fit value. The determined
systematic uncertainties are appended in Table 4 (inside brackets). For all parameters except the integrated flux, the average
systematic uncertainty is smaller than a double of the corresponding statistical uncertainty. Noteworthily, our detection of the
Src-N’s spectral peak at ∼1.0 GeV is robust against both the systematic effect of background subtraction and the statistical
fluctuations.

3. DISCUSSION

From our analysis, the γ-rays from the SNR Kes 79 region are robustly detected by Fermi LAT (∼34.8σ in 0.1–50 GeV). While
Auchettl et al. (2014) detected and modelled the whole γ-ray feature as a single point source, we found that the ≥ 5 GeV emission
is mostly concentrated in two extended sources – a brighter one located to the north of the SNR (Src-N) and a relatively fainter
one to the south of the SNR (Src-S).

As demonstrated in the bottom panel of Figure 4, the total flux of Src-N and Src-S appears to slightly outweigh the flux
of the point source reported by Auchettl et al. (2014) in the 0.5–7 GeV energy range, and is significantly higher than that at
energies above 7 GeV. These excessive fluxes, as well as the hardened spectrum, are explainable by the large coverage of the
extended-source models of Src-N and Src-S.

The spectral fitting by Auchettl et al. (2014) yields a preferable PLE model with a cutoff energy of 2.71 ± 0.64 GeV. Differently,
our spectral analysis in 0.5–50 GeV indicates that a BPL model best describes the Src-N spectrum, while PLE and BPL cannot
significantly improve the likelihood over PL for the Src-S spectrum. Their distinct spectral shapes suggest that they may have
different origins.

3.1. Is Src-N powered by SNR-MC interactions?

As shown in Figure 1, SNR Kes 79 is surrounded by giant MCs traced by CO emission, which include those inside Src-N.
These giant MCs provide protons for hadronic interactions. SNRs can inject the particles accelerated through diffusive shock
acceleration (DSA) into the nearby clouds. There are two scenarios for releasing CRs: (i) The CRs can run away from the shock
surface when the particles are accelerated above the escape energy (Emax); (ii) The GeV CRs can be leaked from a broken shell
after an SNR-cloud collision (Cui et al. 2018).

According to Zhou et al. (2016), SNR Kes 79 is a mid-aged SNR with Sedov age ∼ 4.4-6.7 kyr and the current shock velocity
is ush ∼730 km s−1 with the shock radius Rsh ∼ 6′ (corresponding to ∼12 pc at a 7.1 kpc distance). They estimate the supernova
explosion kinetic energy to be E51 ∼ 2.7 × 1050 erg and the pre-shock gas density to be n0 ∼ 0.13cm−3. This value of n0 implies
that the shock is expanding in a stellar wind bubble launched by a massive progenitor. Thermal X-ray emission together with
infrared observations by Zhou et al. (2016) has justified that the shock has been colliding with surrounding materials and may
have resulted in a broken shell (i.e., the aforementioned scenario (ii) is viable for Kes 79). Due to the low shock velocity, it is
not surprising that Zhou et al. (2016) did not detect any non-thermal X-ray emission at the SNR, and the non-detection of such
X-ray synchrotron emission normally marks its failure to be a TeV electron accelerator. On the other hand, we cannot exclude
the possibility that Kes 79 is still capable of accelerating protons up to super-TeV. Adopting the non-resonant acceleration theory
(Zirakashvili & Ptuskin 2008) and the equation (7) of Ptuskin & Zirakashvili (2005), we derive a current escape energy of
Emax ≥1 TeV (for the scenario (i)) with an Alfvén velocity VA ∼10 km s−1 (Zirakashvili & Ptuskin 2008) and an magnetic field
B0=5 µG (Ptuskin & Zirakashvili 2005) in the circumstellar medium.
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Nevertheless, Kes 79 is not detected (only ∼ 2.7σ with observation time ∼51.4h) in the TeV band by HESS (cf. Bochow 2011).
Therefore, this work focuses on SNR-cloud interactions (the scenario (ii)) which can easily release CRs down to several GeV.
Most of the accelerated CRs with energy below Emax are confined in the downstream not far from the shock front. After the
collision with the dense clouds, the shock is quickly stalled and can no longer maintain strong magnetic turbulence to confine
those GeV CRs (Zirakashvili & Ptuskin 2008). We assume that the energy distribution of the leaked CRs from the broken shell
follows a power-law with an exponential cutoff:

FCR = NCR

(
E
E0

)−2

exp(−
E

1 TeV
) (4)

At diffusion time td after the CRs are released from the shock, the final CR density at distance Rd from the shock can be simply
written as:

nRd (E,Rd, td) = FCRG(E,Rd, td),

where G(E,Rd, td) = 1/8(πtdD)−3/2 exp[−R2
d/(4tdD)],

∫ ∞
0 dRd4πR2

dG = 1 and D(E) is the energy-dependent diffusion coefficient
(Thoudam 2007).

In our proton-proton (pp) interaction model, constraints on some parameters for modelling are explained as follows:
• Canonically, a typical supernova explosion releases kinetic energy of E51 ∼ 1051 erg. In our pp model, we adopt this typical
E51 ∼ 1051 erg (about a quadruple of the value estimated for Kes 79 by Zhou et al. (2016)) for systematic analysis. To calculate
the CR energy, we assume an efficiency of η ∼ 10% for converting the shock energy to non-thermal CR energy (Ginzburg &
Syrovatskii 1964).
• After supernova explosion, the shock expand in the stellar wind bubble. Sometimes, the shock encounters with those dense

clouds which survived the stellar wind. In our model, we give extreme value boundaries for X = 0 − 50%, where X is the ratio
between stalled shock area by dense clouds and the total shock area.
• The projected distance between the center of SNR and the brightest location of Src-N is Rd ∼36 pc (∼ 0.3◦). According

to the 5–50 GeV TS map and the PSF of Fermi-LAT, the >5 GeV emission at the radio shell of SNR Kes 79 is much fainter than
that at Src-N, so we consider that the diffusion distance should be larger than the scale of SNR Kes 79. We assume an average Rd

∼36 pc for the diffusion distance. SNR Kes 79 is a mid-aged SNR with a Sedov age ∼4.4–6.7 kyr. Thus, we assume the diffusion
time is td=1–7 kyr in our model.
• The diffusion coefficient is usually assumed to be a power-law function of energy, D(E) = D10(E/(10 GeV))δ. The typical

values for interstellar medium are D10 = 1028cm2/s and δ = 0.5. In our model, we fit the spectrum with ranges of D10 and δ
values, taking into consideration that the diffusion coefficient could be much smaller in the vicinity of SNRs or inside MCs.
• The Src-N region harbours gaint MCs, whose total mass is ∼ 67000M�.
• We adopt the cross-sections (σpp) ∼ 40 mb of pp interactions from Kelner et al. (2006). A collision between two protons

has a one-third probability for generating a neutral pion which quickly decays into two gamma-ray photons.
We push the values of the above parameters into extreme, by choosing X = 50%, Rd = 36 pc, as illustrated in Figure 5.

However, the hadronic model predicts insufficient CRs at Src-N and fails to explain the local GeV spectrum. We infer that the
relative contribution of SNR Kes 79 to the observed Src-N emission is only < 3%( E51

1051 erg
η

0.1
σpp

40 mb ) (a conservative upper-limit).

3.2. Is Src-N related to PSR J1853+0056 or its putative PWN?

A powerful pulsar – PSR J1853+0056 (R.A.=283.39◦, Dec.=0.95◦) is located inside the Src-N region. However, above the
spectral break Ebreak ∼1.0 GeV, the Src-N spectrum follows a power-law (the photon index β ∼2.78) which continuously extends
to &30 GeV without an exponential cutoff. Such a spectral shape contrasts with typical γ-ray spectra of pulsars, which demon-
strate exponential cutoffs Ecut of about 1–4 GeV (Abdo et al. 2013). Worse still, the pulsar itself cannot account for the extended
emission (radius ≈ 0.31◦) of Src-N.

On the other hand, with the reduced synchrotron losses for high-energy inverse-Compton-emitting electrons, a PWN can
maintain its high super-GeV γ-ray flux for a timescale exceeding the lifetime of its progenitor pulsar (Tibolla et al. 2011). Such
electrons of a PWN are normally believed to be accelerated at the terminal shock.

To further examine the PWN scenario of Src-N, we compared the MeV–GeV spectrum of Src-N with those of other known
PWNe. Based on the MeV–GeV spectra of 57 PWNe in the Pulsar Wind Nebula Catalog (Roberts 2004), we found that Crab
Nebula, Geminga PWN, Vela X PWN, PWN G10.9-45.4 (Ackermann et al. 2011), PWN MSH 15-52 (Abdo et al. 2010), and
PWN 3C 58 (Li et al. 2018) are significantly detected by Fermi-LAT. We plot the photon indices in Figure 6. According to the
photon index distribution, the Src-N index is relatively high compared to the others. Nevertheless, we still consider it feasible
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that PSR J1853+0056 powers an unseen PWN which could predominantly reproduce the Src-N emission, based on the energetics
elucidated in the following.

TeV PWNe are generally associated with pulsars releasing power of > 1036 erg s−1 (Halpern & Gotthelf 2010a), but the
spin-down power of PSR J1853+0056 (∼ 4.1 × 1034 erg s−1; Pellizzoni et al. 2002) is lower than this threshold by 1.5 orders
of magnitude, making its putative PWN unlikely to be TeV-bright. Therefore, the PWN scenario could explain why the Src-N
spectrum greatly softens to β ∼2.78 above Ebreak ∼1.0 GeV and is extrapolated to a very low (undetectable) flux in the TeV band.
Likewise, the non-detection of a TeV counterpart in this region (< 2.7σ with observation time ∼51.4h by HESS; Bochow 2011)
is also explainable in this framework.

3.3. Relative contribution of SNR-MC interactions to Src-S

Src-S also harbours giant MCs, making it another site of hadronic interactions. On the one hand, spectral peaks are characteris-
tic features of SNRs’ hadronic spectra, because the total cross section of inelastic proton-proton collision (mainly via neutral-pion
channel) furiously drops when the kinetic energy of the proton is below ∼2 GeV (cf. Figure 1 of Kafexhiu et al. 2014). On the
other hand, our fitting with 0.5–50 GeV data does by no means reveal a sharp turnover in the Src-S spectrum. Therefore, we can
just place an upper limit of .0.5 GeV on its peak energy.

Noticeably, Suzuki et al. (2018, 2020a,b) suggest that the escape of particles from the vicinity of an SNR probably develops
with its plasma age, which is positively correlated with the SNR’s own age. Their scenario for the SNR evolution specifically
predicts that, in the vicinities of mid-aged (>3 kyr) SNRs like Kes 79, higher-energy particles generally escape earlier and easier
(due to their larger diffusion lengths; Ptuskin & Zirakashvili 2003) than lower-energy particles, causing the lower-energy particles
to account for a larger portion of cosmic-ray energy. Hence, the relatively soft spectrum of Src-S, as well as its low peak energy
of .0.5 GeV, is consistent with this scenario if we assume Kes 79 is the major origin of the Src-S emission.

We adopt the same hadronic model of Kes 79 as in §3.1 to describe the spectrum of Src-S. The fitting results are shown
in Figure 7. The goodness of fit is satisfactory only for a diffusion distance Rd ≤ 8 pc. Nevertheless, this diffusion distance
corresponds to ≤ 0.065◦ (at 7.1 kpc) which is much smaller than the GeV extension (radius ≈ 0.58◦) of Src-S.

Hence, hadronic interactions of Kes 79 with MCs can only dominate a northeast part of Src-S which is closest to the SNR.
This northeast part actually contains a majority of the Src-S emission at ≥5 GeV, as demonstrated in Figures 2 & 3. The exces-
sive extension of Src-S could be attributed to contamination by residual Galactic diffuse emission and systematic uncertainties
associated with the PSF (we recall that the Src-S extension is determined with 1–5 GeV data).

3.4. Relative contribution of pulsars to Src-S

Inside the Src-S region, three pulsars are found near the northeast edge. The central compact object (CCO) of Kes 79, CXOU
J185238.6+004020 (Seward et al. 2003), manifests itself as an “anti-magnetar” with a very low spin-down power and surface
magnetic field of ∼ 3 × 1032 erg s−1 and ∼ 3 × 1010 G respectively (Halpern & Gotthelf 2010b). 3XMM J185246.6+003317 was
discovered to be a transient magnetar (Zhou et al. 2014) with a very low spin-down power of < 3.5× 1030 erg s−1 and a relatively
lower surface magnetic field of < 4.1 × 1013 G (both at a 3σ significance; Rea et al. 2014). PSR B1849+00 has a spin-down
power of ∼ 4 × 1032 erg s−1 and a surface magnetic field of ∼ 3 × 1013 G (cf. Hobbs et al. 2004), located 8.4 ± 1.7 kpc from us
(Cordes & Lazio 2003).

To examine their relative contribution of γ-rays, we conservatively assume for each of them a shorter distance d = 7 kpc from
us and a narrower beam solid angle Ω = 3π. It turns out that the total spin-down flux of these three pulsars is only a fraction
∼ 5.0 × 10−3( d

7 kpc )−2( Ω
3π )−1 of the observed 0.5–50 GeV flux ∼ 3.2 × 10−11 erg cm−2 s−1 at Src-S. Even in terms of the power of

magnetic field decay (for detail, see Zhang 2003), a combined contribution from these three pulsars can hardly supply half of the
entire emission of Src-S.

4. SUMMARY

We analysed the first 11.5-year Fermi-LAT data for the Kes 79 region with the newest P8R3 data, the corresponding IRF and
most updated source files. Compared with the work of Auchettl et al. (2014), our result shows a more significant detection
(∼34.8σ in 0.1–50 GeV) for this region. In addition, we found that the ≥5 GeV emission is resolved into two extended sources
Src-N (the brighter one) and Src-S. Their spectra peak at distinct energies.

Both a dense MC clump and a relatively powerful pulsar – PSR J1853+0056 are found inside the region of Src-N. We explore
hadronic and leptonic models in attempts to explain the GeV emission of Src-N. Unfortunately, the SNR can by no means provide
enough hadronic CRs reaching clouds at Src-N to explain the local GeV spectrum. Also, the pulsar itself cannot account for the
extension size and spectral shape of Src-N. On the other hand, we propose that a putative PWN powered by PSR J1853+0056
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Figure 1. Left panel: The 1–50 GeV TS map (for “FRONT+BACK” data) of the field around SNR Kes 79, where all neighboring 4FGL
catalog sources and diffuse backgrounds are subtracted. It is overlaid with magenta contours of 13CO J = 1 − 0 emission at 110.201 GHz in
the velocity range 100–110 km s−1 (BU-FCRAO Galactic Ring Survey data 3; Jackson et al. 2006) – a tracer of MC distribution. Right panel:
The 1–50 GeV residual TS map where Src-N and Src-S (replacing 4FGL J1852.4+0037e) are modeled out. The white circles marked with
“Src-N” and “Src-S” represent the best-fit positions of the two sources discovered in our analysis, and the radii of white circles are the most
likely extensions of the two sources. The nearby 4FGL sources are marked in green. The green diamonds indicate the position of (1) PSR
B1849+00 (Hobbs et al. 2004), (2) CXOU J185238.6+004020 (Seward et al. 2003), (3)3XMM J185246.6+003317 (Zhou et al. 2014) and (4)
PSR J1853+0056 (Pellizzoni et al. 2002). The position and size of SNR Kes 79 are equal to those of 4FGL J1852.4+0037e.

could predominantly reproduce the observed γ-rays at Src-N via leptonic mechanisms, and could account for its dramatic spectral
softening above the peak energy ∼1.0 GeV as well as its non-detection in TeV by HESS. In the future, detailed X-ray observations
of the Src-N region can reveal the concrete emission mechanisms.

The Src-S spectrum has a low peak energy of .0.5 GeV. In terms of the development of particle escape throughout the SNR
evolution history, this low peak energy and the relatively soft spectrum are in agreement with an SNR-MC interaction scenario
involving a mid-aged/old (>3 kyr) SNR like Kes 79 (Suzuki et al. 2018, 2020a,b). By phenomenological fittings, our hadronic
model for Kes 79 can reproduce a majority of the Src-S emission which is closest to the SNR. Three pulsars are also found inside
Src-S, but they are too weak to explain half of the observed GeV emission.
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Figure 3. A 5–50 GeV count-map (for “FRONT+BACK” data) where all neighbouring 4FGL catalog sources and diffuse backgrounds are
subtracted, and a brightness profile computed along Src-N and Src-S. The box in the inset illustrates the orientation that the brightness profile
is computed. The orange curve shows the preferable double-Gaussian additive model. The blue curve shows the disfavoured single-Gaussian
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10 He et al.

Figure 4. The 0.5–50 GeV spectra of Src-N (top-left), Src-S (top-right) and their sum (bottom, in comparison with the point source reported
by Auchettl et al. (2014)). Upper limits are calculated for bins with TS < 9, fixing the photon index at Γ = 3.
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Figure 5. The hadronic model fitting for the spectrum of Src-N, assuming that SNR Kes 79 is the only provider of CR protons. Top left panel:
the X = 50%, δ=0.6 and diffusion time td = 5 kyr. Top right panel: the X = 50%, D10 = 1027 cm2/s and diffusion time td = 5 kyr. Bottom
panel: the X = 50%, D10 = 1027 cm2/s and δ=0.6.
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0.1–300 GeV (Li et al. 2018).

Figure 7. The hadronic model fits for the spectrum of Src-S with different diffusion distance Rd. The X = 50%, δ=0.3 and diffusion time
td = 1 kyr.
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