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ABSTRACT
The evolutionary behavior and multi-wavelength emission properties of bubbles around galaxies, such as the Fermi bubbles of
the Milky Way, is unsettled. We perform 3D magnetohydrodynamical simulations to investigate the evolution of leptonic galaxy
bubbles driven by a 0.3 Myr intense explosive outburst from the nucleus of Milky Way-like galaxies. Adopting an ageing model
for their leptonic cosmic rays, we post-process our simulations to compute the multi-wavelength emission properties of these
bubbles. We calculate the resulting spectra emitted from the bubbles from radio frequencies to 𝛾-rays, and construct emission
maps in four energy bands to show the development of the spatial emission structure of the bubbles. The simulated bubbles
show a progression in their spectral properties as they age. In particular, the TeV 𝛾-ray emission is initially strong and dominated
by inverse Compton scattering, but falls rapidly after ∼ 1 Myr. By contrast, the radio synchrotron emission remains relatively
stable and fades slowly over the lifetime of the bubble. Based on the emission properties of our post-processed simulations, we
demonstrate that 𝛾-ray observations will be limited in their ability to detect galaxy bubbles, with only young bubbles around
nearby galaxies being within reach. However, radio observations with e.g. the up-coming Square Kilometer Array, would be
able to detect substantially older bubbles at much greater distances, and would be better placed to capture the evolutionary
progression and diversity of galaxy bubble populations.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The Fermi bubbles are a prominent feature in the 𝛾-ray sky, and are
arguably one of the most remarkable findings of the Fermi 𝛾-ray
space telescope to date (Su et al. 2010; Dobler et al. 2010; Acker-
mann et al. 2014). These giant 𝛾-ray lobe structures extend up to
50° symmetrically above and below the Galactic Centre (GC), with
a total emission power of > 1037erg s−1 between 1−100 GeV. Their
spectrum is hard (d𝑁𝛾/d𝐸𝛾 ∼ 𝐸−2

𝛾 ) with an exponential cut-off, and
spatially-uniform, while their 𝛾-ray surface brightness distribution is
relatively flat, showing only a sharp boundary with marginal internal
substructure (Yang et al. 2014; Ackermann et al. 2014; Narayanan &
Slatyer 2017; Keshet & Gurwich 2017). Despite gaining substantial
attention since their discovery over a decade ago (Su et al. 2010), the
origin and physical nature of the Fermi bubbles remains unsettled,
and several proposals have been discussed (see a review byYang et al.
2018). Yang et al. (2012) (hereafter Y12) considered their origins to
lie in an intense explosive outburst of the central black hole at the
Galactic Centre of the Milky Way, Sgr A* a few Myr ago (perhaps
indicative of previous active galactic nucleus, AGN, activity), with
the present 𝛾-ray emission arising predominantly through inverse
Compton scattering of an energetic non-thermal electron popula-
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tion in the remnant cocoons (the so-called ‘leptonic’ model – see
also Su et al. 2010; Zubovas et al. 2011; Su & Finkbeiner 2012;
Fujita et al. 2013). Alternative scenarios have also been discussed,
where the bubbles may arise from the confluence of a number of
processes arising more gradually within the inner part of the Milky
Way (Thoudam 2013). These could include tidal disruption events
(TDEs) occurring at regular intervals of 10s to 100s kyr (Cheng et al.
2011), or from the action of a bipolar galactic outflow driven by the
ongoing intense Galactic Centre star-formation activity and/or the
processes associated with Sgr A* (Lacki 2014), with the resulting
𝛾-ray glow instead arising from a resulting hadronic cosmic ray (CR)
population interacting with an advected supply of entrained gas and
clumps in the wind (the ‘hadronic’ models – see Crocker & Aharo-
nian 2011; Crocker et al. 2014, 2015; Mou et al. 2014, 2015; Cheng
et al. 2014, 2015; Razzaque & Yang 2018).

Recently, purely hadronic models extending to PeV energies have
been disfavoured by new data – in particular, by the non-detection of
the Fermi bubbles in 𝛾-rays between 1-100 TeV (Abeysekara et al.
2017; Fang et al. 2017; Sherf et al. 2017). However, purely leptonic
or hybrid lepto-hadronic scenarios (e.g. Crocker et al. 2015; Alvarez
Hurtado et al. 2019) both remain plausible. Indeed, radio (Heywood
et al. 2019) and X-ray emission (Snowden et al. 1997; Su et al.
2010; Ponti et al. 2019; Predehl et al. 2020), and a long-known mi-
crowave haze (Finkbeiner 2004; Planck Collaboration et al. 2013;
Sasaki et al. 2015) have all been found to correlate well spatially
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2 Owen & Yang

with the bubbles, pointing towards a substantial leptonic component.
In such a scenario, a fast flow is necessary to sustain the uniformly
hard spectrum throughout the extent of the bubbles (e.g. Hooper &
Slatyer 2013), as cooling would be more rapid than in a hadron-
dominated system and would lead to spectral steepening (Guo &
Mathews 2012). In the leptonic AGN jet prescription, for example,
the bubble formation timescale must be relatively short (as low as
1.2 Myr, according to Y12). Such rapid bubble growth could drive
fluid instabilities and form ripples in the bubble surfaces. These are,
however, not observed – though viscosity may be invoked to suppress
them Guo et al. (2012).1 Although it remains unclear how the high
outflow velocities of the hot gas would influence the kinematics of
the cold entrained clouds as probed by UV absorption lines (Bor-
doloi et al. 2017), overall, the leptonic model is largely supported by
observations, including the features seen in the 𝛾-ray, X-ray and mi-
crowave bands (Yang et al. 2012, 2013; Yang & Ruszkowski 2017).
The microwave haze, ∼100 GeV spectral cut-off and 𝛾-ray spectral
uniformity can also be accounted for (Yang & Ruszkowski 2017;
Yang et al. 2018).
In addition to the Fermi bubbles of our own Galaxy, high-energy

emission structures have also been identified in our neighbouring
galaxy, M31 (Pshirkov et al. 2016). Although the M31 bubbles are
comparable in power (∼ 1037 erg s−1) and show evidence of a mor-
phology similar to the Fermi bubbles, they are slightly smaller in
extent. More recently, it has also been noted that they appear to be
embedded in a larger 𝛾-ray emitting CR halo extending 100-200
kpc from the M31 centre (Recchia et al. 2021). 𝛾-ray structures, of
∼100s kpc in scale, have also been detected from the radio lobes of
Centaurus A (see Abdo et al. 2010), and these could arguably be an-
other member of the family of Fermi-bubble like phenomena around
galaxies, but at a different stage of evolution and/or associated with a
more violent astrophysical host. Further to this, emission structures
in other wavebands have also been found in a number of other galax-
ies in the form of X-ray emission lobes and halos. For example, the
galaxy NGC 3079 was recently found to host X-ray emitting nuclear
super-bubbles analogous to the Fermi Bubbles (Li et al. 2019), and
a large-scale diffuse non-thermal hard X-ray halo was also identified
around NGC 891 (Hodges-Kluck et al. 2018). These detections open
up pressing new questions about how widespread such galaxy bub-
bles actually are, and whether these examples are unusual in some
respect, or if these phenomena are ubiquitous throughout the galaxies
of the Universe and develop into structures we are more familiar with
in other wavebands as they age.
In this paper, we present a model for the evolution and expected

multi-wavelength emission properties of Fermi bubble structures as
they evolve. We adopt the bubble model and methodology of Y12,
and consider a leptonic scenario when calculating their emission
properties. This is the first study that explores the multi-wavelength
non-thermal emission of galaxy bubbles and their long term evolu-
tion, and we focus on their emission signatures. Variation of model
parameters and configurations will be investigated in future works
(e.g. AGN activity, host galaxy properties, bubble environment, and
the particle composition and energy spectrum of the CRs in the bub-
ble). Modeling expected spectral signatures for bubbles in different
evolutionary stages can provide information about the most valuable
spectral signatures and, hence, the most appropriate energy bands to
probe the physical conditions within bubbles around distant galax-

1 Alternatively, Y12 considered that, in fact, visibly large-scale hydrody-
namical instabilities would have insufficient time to develop, even under a
rapid growth scenario, if the initial jet velocity is low.

ies. This can increase the useful reach of future observational studies,
offering the potential to gather broader data to inform detailed pop-
ulation analyses. Such analyses will be crucial to understand the
nature and evolution of galaxy bubbles, and how those around our
own Galaxy fit into a larger galaxy bubble demographic.
We arrange this paper as follows: In section 2 we outline our

numerical model and initial conditions. In section 3, we introduce
the relevant particle interactions and our multi-wavelength emission
calculations under a leptonic scenario. In section 4, we present our re-
sults and show the multi-wavelength emission of ageing high-energy
bubbles from galaxies, and discuss observational prospects with cur-
rent and near-future instruments in section 5. Finally, we summarize
our results and draw conclusions in section 6.

2 GALAXY BUBBLE MODEL

2.1 Numerical approach

We model the evolution of galaxy bubbles using 3D magneto-
hydrodynamical (MHD) simulations, with an implementation
broadly following that described in Y12 (see also Yang et al. 2013),
which we refer the reader to for the detailed code description, ini-
tial conditions and numerical techniques. Under this prescription,
the bubble inflation is driven by an initial 0.3 Myr injection of CR
energy from the centre of the model galaxy, corresponding to an in-
tensive explosive outburst from a period of AGN activity, with total
injected energy 𝐸j = 3.13 × 1057 erg per jet. The subsequent de-
velopment of the bubble is simulated using FLASH4 (Fryxell et al.
2000; Dubey et al. 2008), an adaptive mesh refinement (AMR) code.
Compared to the Y12 set-up, we make a number of adjustments.
In particular, given that the longer-term evolution of the emerging
bubbles is of interest in this work, we adopt a larger simulation box
than used in Y12, with 75 kpc on each side. Moreover, we introduce
a progressive grid refinement process, undertaken in parts of the
grid where the CR energy density exceeds 10−10 erg cm−3 in each
simulation step, with resolutions ranging from 4.7 kpc (coarsest) to
0.6 kpc (finest). We set diode boundary conditions to allow for the
outflow of gas and CRs but to prevent inflows into the simulation
domain, and solve the MHD equations using the directionally unsplit
staggered mesh solver (Lee & Deane 2009; Lee 2013) which ensures
divergence-free magnetic fields. The injection of CRs is performed
according to the same model set-up and jet parameters as previously
used, in Y12. These parameters were carefully chosen to match the
observed morphology of the Milky Way’s Fermi bubbles at 1.2 Myr,
the limb-brightened intensity distribution in the ROSAT X-ray 1.5
keV map and the gas temperature inside the bubbles inferred from
theX-ray line ratios (Miller&Bregman 2013). Such aGalactic-based
approach is adopted as a reference in this first study, which puts focus
on the multi-wavelength non-thermal emission signatures of galaxy
bubbles and their long term evolution. Other model configurations
and parameter choices (e.g., AGN activity, galaxy properties) will be
explored in future works.

2.1.1 Cosmic rays

Within the MHD simulation, our treatment of CRs also follows that
of Y12. These are modeled as a second fluid, for which the CR
pressure evolution is solved directly. The CRs are advected with the
thermal gas which, in turn, is modeled to react to gradients in the
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Emission from leptons in galaxy bubbles 3

CR pressure,2 and diffuse along magnetic field lines. Distinction
between leptonic and hadronic CRs is not made at this stage, and
related CR cooling/heating processes, interactions and energy spec-
tra, are neglected within the MHD simulations. Although cooling
processes and the CR composition will be explored in future studies,
we note that their impact is likely to be subsidiary to the bubble
properties of interest here, i.e. their macroscopic evolutionary be-
havior and survival time. For example, for a typical power-law CR
energy spectrum, the bulk of the energy density would lie between
1 and 10 GeV. Even if densities, magnetic fields and radiation fields
were as strong in our simulated bubbles as a star-forming galaxy’s
interstellar medium, cooling/absorption timescales of CRs (whether
they are predominantly electrons or protons) would exceed several
10s Myr at 𝑧 = 0 (e.g. Owen et al. 2019) – i.e. longer than the
expected evolutionary timescale of the bubbles.3 The effects of CR
composition and exact energy spectrum would instead manifest in
the emission spectra of bubble structures (see section 3), rather than
their dynamical evolution.
In the MHD formulation of Y12, the CR evolution equation is

written as
𝜕𝑒CR
𝜕𝑡

+ ∇ · (𝑒CR𝒗) = −𝑝CR∇ · 𝒗 + ∇ · (𝜿 · ∇𝑒CR) , (1)

where 𝑒CR is the CR energy density, 𝒗 is the velocity of the thermal
fluid, 𝑝CR is the CR pressure, and 𝜿 is the CR diffusion tensor. The
diffusion term may be expressed as

∇ · (𝜿 · ∇𝑒CR) = ∇ · (^ | | �̂� �̂� · ∇𝑒CR) + ∇ · (^⊥ (𝑰 − �̂� �̂�) · ∇𝑒CR) (2)

in the presence of a magnetic field, where ^ | | is the diffusion coeffi-
cient parallel to the magnetic field, ^⊥ is the perpendicular compo-
nent, and �̂� = 𝑩/〈|𝑩 |〉 is a unit vector in the direction of the local
magnetic field. In our model, we expect that ^ | | and ^⊥ are defined
with respect to amean, as themagnetic field presumably has structure
on scales below our numerical resolution. However, for the purposes
of this work, we adopt the approximation that the true field is ori-
ented along the mean field (as, typically, ^⊥ � ^ | | – see, e.g. Enßlin
& Vogt 2003) and so set ^⊥ = 0. Y12 found that adopting such an
approximation does not significantly change the results of the simu-
lation. For ^ | | , we adopt a value of 4.0 × 1028 cm2 s−1. Typically the
effective isotropic diffusion coefficient in the Galaxy is constrained
by observations to be (3 − 5) × 1028 cm2 s−1 (Strong et al. 2007). In
a tangled magnetic field, this value could be suppressed compared
to ^ | | along magnetic field lines (Tao 1995), thus our choice of value
within this range is intended to represent a conservative estimate for
^ | | .

2.1.2 Initial halo magnetic field

We consider a randomly-oriented, tangled initial magnetic field for
the host galaxy’s halo, into which the simulated galaxy bubbles ex-
pand (again, this approach followsY12, towhich the reader is referred
for further details). This initial choice is adopted to avoid imposing
any particular shape or configuration on the host galaxy’s magnetic
field and is intended instead to demonstrate the impact that a range

2 Similar approaches have been adopted in other works – e.g. see Yu et al.
(2021), where the impact of CRs on galactic outflows is modeled numerically.
3 Note that this approximation would not hold at higher redshifts, where
inverse Compton cooling of electrons against cosmological microwave back-
ground radiation would substantially suppress the CR energy density within
the bubble, if the CRs were predominantly comprised of electrons.

of plausible magnetic field structures may have on the bubbles’ de-
velopment. We take this approach due to the great uncertainties
associated with the configuration of the halo magnetic field around
galaxies (including that in our own galactic neighbourhood – see,
e.g. Brown 2010; Haverkorn 2015). As with the previous work, we
investigate simulations where two different magnetic field coherence
lengths are initially adopted. In the first case (which we hereafter
refer to as ‘Run A’, and is our baseline simulation), we compute a
tangled field with coherence length ℓ𝑐 = 1 kpc, being representa-
tive of the regular magnetic field of the host galaxy. Although the
magnetic field in the Milky Way’s disk – and, presumably, in the
host galaxies we model here – is comprised of the sum of several
components (Beck 2015) including a large-scale regular field and
small-scale turbulent field, only the regular field’s structure would
be resolvable in our simulations.4 In the second case (hereafter ‘Run
B’), we compute a magnetic field with a coherence length of ℓ𝑐 = 9
kpc. This is intended to be reflective of the possible scale of mag-
netic structure in a galactic halo, which are found to be larger than 1
kpc (Krause et al. 2020). Our exact choice of ℓ𝑐 = 9 kpc is expected
to be small enough to produce a magnetic field that is sufficiently
non-uniform to the developing bubble throughout its later evolution,
but large enough to yield qualitatively different and distinguishable
results compared to the ℓ𝑐 = 1 kpc coherence length magnetic field
scenario. In both cases, we normalize the magnetic field to have an
averaged strength of 1 `G (Brown 2010). We run all simulations
with both initial magnetic field models to cover the extent of the
range of possible magnetic field structures that may be encountered
by an expanding bubble throughout its evolution.5 We note that we
find the exact choice of ℓ𝑐 is not of great importance to the resulting
emitted spectra from a bubble, however it does impact on the spatial
structure of the small-scale emission patterns from the system (see
section 4 for details).

2.1.3 Initial galaxy and halo gas model

The initial galaxy and halo gas distribution model follows Guo &
Mathews (2012), where a hot isothermal gas halo is set to be in
hydrostatic equilibrium with a fixed Galactic potential. The potential
includes contributions from the halo, disk and bulge, following the
approach of Helmi & White (2001), where model parameters are
set to the same as those used in Y12. The host galaxy model is
positioned at the center of the simulation domain, where the initial
gas temperature and density are set to be 𝑇0 = 2 × 106 K and 𝜌 =

3.88 × 10−24 gcm−3 (corresponding to a thermal electron density of
𝑛e,0 = 2cm−3) tomatch the observed hot gas density profile ofMiller
& Bregman (2013) (see also Miller & Bregman 2015).

2.1.4 Radiation field

In a leptonic scenario, the emission from galaxy bubbles is attributed
to energetic electrons. In our simulations, the total CR energy density
is degenerate with the thermal energy density (see also Y12). We
introduce a parameter 𝑓emit which serves as a convenient scaling for
the required number of CR electrons to match the bubble emission

4 The turbulent component of an interstellar galactic magnetic field would
typically have a coherence length of ∼ 5-50 pc (see Noutsos 2012; Beck
2015; Haverkorn 2015, for reviews), and so would not be resolved in our
simulations.
5 These magnetic field initial configurations, together with our choice of
diffusion coefficient, reflect the simulation Runs D and I of Y12.

MNRAS 000, 1–20 (2020)
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to a particular level. For consistency with previous work, we set
this to 𝑓emit = 0.003 so that other parameters may be maintained at
values used earlier, in Yang & Ruszkowski (2017). The parameter
𝑓emit is therefore not physical in our model and, from the degeneracy
betweenCRenergy density and thermal energy density, an alternative
set of model parameters could be found where 𝑓emit = 1, but where
the physical results are identical to those obtained with our current
parameter choices.We consider that the physical CR energy density is
given by 𝑓emit𝑒CR. These CRs undergo cooling and, hence, drive the
leptonic emission in ourmodel. The remaining fraction (1− 𝑓emit)𝑒CR
does not cool (but acts as a dominating dynamical component).6
The CR electrons would cool via synchrotron, adiabatic,

bremsstrahlung and inverse Compton processes, with their cooling
rates and (where applicable) corresponding emission spectra being
governed by the thermal gas properties, the magnetic and radia-
tion field in the bubble, and the bubble expansion rate. While the
macroscopic growth of the bubble and its thermal gas properties and
magnetic field are computed self-consistently by our MHD simu-
lation, the ambient radiation field must be defined separately. This
is comprised of photons contributed from cosmological microwave
background (CMB) radiation, and interstellar radiation fields (ISRF)
emitted from the host galaxy. We model this as a superposition of
four black-body components, with the photon number density given
by:

𝑛ph (𝜖ph, 𝑟, 𝑧) =
∑︁
𝑖

8𝜋 𝑓𝑖 (𝑟, 𝑧)
_3c

𝜖2ph
exp(𝜖ph/Θ𝑖) − 1

, (3)

(e.g. Chakraborty & Fields 2013) where the index 𝑖 denotes the radi-
ation field component (listed in Table 1), and where 𝜖ph = ℎa/𝑚e𝑐2
is introduced as the dimensionless photon energy (in units of elec-
tron rest mass, where ℎ is the Planck constant, 𝑚e is the rest mass
of an electron and 𝑐 is the speed of light), 𝑟 =

√︁
𝑥2 + 𝑦2 is the radial

position of the coordinates (𝑥, 𝑦) from the center of the simulation
volume at which the radiation field is being evaluated, and 𝑧 is the
height from the (𝑥, 𝑦) plane. _c is the Compton wavelength of an
electron and Θ𝑖 = 𝑘B𝑇/𝑚e𝑐2 is the dimensionless temperature of
the radiation field component 𝑖 (where 𝑘B is the Boltzmann constant,
and 𝑇𝑖 is the temperature of the radiation field component in K). 𝑓𝑖 is
the intensity factor of the field component 𝑖 which, for an unmodified
black-body radiation field (e.g. the CMB) is set to 𝑓1 = 1, but 𝑓𝑖 < 1
in the case of a diluted radiation field (e.g. those which comprise
components associated with a galactic ISRF). To model the spatial
dependency of the ISRF, we use:

𝑓𝑖 (𝑟, 𝑧) =
{
1 , if 𝑖 = 1
𝐴 exp(−𝑟/𝑅disk) exp(−𝑧/𝑧height) , if 𝑖 > 1

, (4)

where the component 𝑖 = 1 describes the spatially uniform CMB
component. The ISRF spatial distribution roughly follows the ex-
ponential disk morphology used to approximate disk-like galaxies
(e.g. M31 – see Courteau et al. 2011). We adopt 𝑅disk = 10 kpc
and 𝑧height = 2 kpc as the characteristic disk radius and scale
height respectively, and set the normalization adjustment 𝐴 =

exp(5 kpc /𝑧height), which yields a broadly similar ISRF extent and
intensity to e.g. that available in GALPROP (for details, see Popescu
et al. 2017). The parameter values adopted for the radiation field

6 Larger or smaller choices of 𝑓emit with other parameters unchanged would
lead to a proportional change in the intensity of the leptonic emission from the
bubble and the exact choice would therefore impact the detection prospects
for bubbles located around other galaxies (see section 5.1). The spectrum and
spatial distribution of the emission would not be affected.

𝑖 Component 𝑓𝑖 𝑇𝑖/𝐾
1 CMB𝑎 1 2.73
2 ISRF UV𝑏 1.6 × 10−15 18000.0
3 ISRF Optical𝑐 1.7 × 10−11 3500.0
4 ISRF IR𝑐 7.0 × 10−5 41.0

Table 1.Normalization and temperature values adopted for the radiation field
model, described by equation 3. This is comprised of the CMB (𝑖 = 1) and
three ISRF (𝑖 = 2, 3, 4) optical, ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR) compo-
nents.
Notes:
𝑎CMB temperature adopted from Planck Collaboration et al. (2020).
𝑏UV ISRF component adopted from Chakraborty & Fields (2013) (see
also Schober et al. 2015).
𝑐Optical and IR ISRF components adopted from Cirelli & Panci (2009),
according to their Galactic Center region values (also used in the ‘normal’
galaxy models of Chakraborty & Fields 2013 and Schober et al. 2015).

components are listed in Table 1, following those suggested for ‘nor-
mal’ galaxies by Chakraborty & Fields (2013) (see also the optical
and infrared ISRF contributions in Cirelli & Panci 2009).7

2.2 Bubble development

2.2.1 General characteristics

We run our simulations for 7 Myr, which is sufficient to capture the
initial growth and subsequent expansion and cooling of the galaxy
bubble. Figure 1 shows gas density and temperature maps, and CR
energy density as a 2D slice through the center of our simulation
domain, at 𝑦 = 0 for Run A. Only the region above the galactic plane
at 𝑧 = 0 is plotted, showing the ‘Northern’ bubble. The counterpart
bubble below the galactic plane (the ‘Southern’ bubble) is broadly
symmetric with respect to 𝑧 = 0. Very minor discernible differences
between the Northern and Southern bubbles emerge after ∼ 2 Myr
due to differences in the magnetic field interfacing the expanding
structure, but these are inconsequential to our discussion and results.
In the slice-plot for CR energy density, the local magnetic field
orientation and strength (denoted by the direction and size of the over-
plotted arrows) is also shown, which co-evolves with the emerging
bubble. This shows the case for an initial magnetic field with ℓ𝑐 = 1
kpc; for comparison, we plot the result for the simulation run with
an initial field structure with ℓ𝑐 = 9 kpc in Figure 3. Snapshots are
shown at 1 Myr, 3 Myr, 5 Myr and 7 Myr (as labeled) after the
start of the simulation, which illustrates the evolutionary stages and
development of the system.
An injection of CR energy, magnetic field energy and thermal gas

is initially provided by the bipolar jets at the center of the simulation
domain and directed along the ±𝑧 directions. These jets are set up
to follow the prescription of Guo & Mathews (2012), although we
additionally account for magnetic fields that would be injected by
the jets using the AGN sub-grid model of Sutter et al. (2012) using
the parameter choices of Y12. The jets remain active for the first
0.3 Myr of the simulation, and quickly form the bipolar CR bubbles
seen in Figure 1. Each bubble is over-pressurized with respect to its
ambient medium so, after the jets shut down, the bubble continues
to expand under the effects of CR pressure. CRs are advected by
the high velocity of the thermal gas in the jets towards the edges of
the bubble (in particular towards the top, following the prevailing
velocity of the thermal gas).
The vertical expansion of the CR bubbles in the early stage of their

7 A similar ISRF model is also adopted by Schober et al. (2015).
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Emission from leptons in galaxy bubbles 5

Figure 1. 2D slice plots through the center of the simulation domain, at 𝑦 = 0, showing the ‘Northern’ region above the galactic plane at 𝑧 = 0 (the corresponding
bubble below the galactic plane is largely symmetric, with only negligible differences emerging after ∼ 2 Myr due to the differences in the magnetic field
interfacing the growing bubble). Gas density, temperature and CR energy density, with magnetic field structure over-plotted, are shown at 1 Myr, 3 Myr, 5 Myr
and 7 Myr after an injection of CR energy, magnetic field energy and thermal gas is initially provided by bipolar jets at the center of the simulation, and directed
along the ±𝑧 directions. Outside the bubble gas is heated by energy transfer from the background magnetic field, which can be seen to substantially raise the
ambient gas temperature by 7 Myr. This effect is artificial and would not arise for a more physically-motivated choice of initial magnetic field model (e.g. one
that is weaker away from the host galaxy). However, the impact of this heating is inconsequential to our later results. The dark pixels seen in the temperature
plots at 3, 5 and 7 Myr are pockets of cold gas that fall below the temperature scale.
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<latexit sha1_base64="vlgQB/w0RjqoIbkVqU4WQWyQ71c=">AAAB+XicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3g0VwVRIrKohQdONGqGAf0IQymU7aoTNJmLkphNA/ceNCEbf+iTv/xuljoa0HLhzOuZd77wkSwTU4zrdVWFldW98obpa2tnd29+z9g6aOU0VZg8YiVu2AaCZ4xBrAQbB2ohiRgWCtYHg38VsjpjSPoyfIEuZL0o94yCkBI3VtG/ANrnrXuackfsjUuGuXnYozBV4m7pyU0Rz1rv3l9WKaShYBFUTrjusk4OdEAaeCjUteqllC6JD0WcfQiEim/Xx6+RifGKWHw1iZigBP1d8TOZFaZzIwnZLAQC96E/E/r5NCeOXnPEpSYBGdLQpTgSHGkxhwjytGQWSGEKq4uRXTAVGEggmrZEJwF19eJs2zintRqT6el2u38ziK6Agdo1PkoktUQ/eojhqIohF6Rq/ozcqtF+vd+pi1Fqz5zCH6A+vzB/aakpk=</latexit>

t = 3 Myr

<latexit sha1_base64="TN+y6AkPr7GUO/41pjeuTIjyYkw=">AAAB+XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfUZduBovgqiS+QYSiGzdCBfuAJpTJdNoOnUzCzKQQQv/EjQtF3Pon7vwbp20W2nrgwuGce7n3niDmTGnH+bYKS8srq2vF9dLG5tb2jr2711BRIgmtk4hHshVgRTkTtK6Z5rQVS4rDgNNmMLyb+M0RlYpF4kmnMfVD3BesxwjWRurYtkY36Ny7zjwZoodUjjt22ak4U6BF4uakDDlqHfvL60YkCanQhGOl2q4Taz/DUjPC6bjkJYrGmAxxn7YNFTikys+ml4/RkVG6qBdJU0Kjqfp7IsOhUmkYmM4Q64Ga9ybif1470b0rP2MiTjQVZLaol3CkIzSJAXWZpETz1BBMJDO3IjLAEhNtwiqZENz5lxdJ46TiXlROH8/K1ds8jiIcwCEcgwuXUIV7qEEdCIzgGV7hzcqsF+vd+pi1Fqx8Zh/+wPr8Afm4kps=</latexit>

t = 5 Myr
<latexit sha1_base64="QmGGuHUWHsOH4ej6NhE8eAcHJHs=">AAAB+XicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/oh69LBbBU0lUrCBC0YsXoYL9gCaUzXbTLt1swu6kUEL/iRcPinj1n3jz37htc9DWBwOP92aYmRckgmtwnG+rsLK6tr5R3Cxtbe/s7tn7B00dp4qyBo1FrNoB0UxwyRrAQbB2ohiJAsFawfBu6rdGTGkeyycYJ8yPSF/ykFMCRuraNuAbXPWuM09F+GGsJl277FScGfAycXNSRjnqXfvL68U0jZgEKojWHddJwM+IAk4Fm5S8VLOE0CHps46hkkRM+9ns8gk+MUoPh7EyJQHP1N8TGYm0HkeB6YwIDPSiNxX/8zophFd+xmWSApN0vihMBYYYT2PAPa4YBTE2hFDFza2YDogiFExYJROCu/jyMmmeVdzLyvnjRbl2m8dRREfoGJ0iF1VRDd2jOmogikboGb2iNyuzXqx362PeWrDymUP0B9bnD/zWkp0=</latexit>

t = 7 Myr

Figure 2. 2D slice plots through the center of the simulation domain at 𝑦 = 0, showing the speed of the hot gas in the developing Northern bubble at 1, 3, 5 and
7 Myr (as labeled) for Run A. The gas velocity is indicated by the over-plotted arrows showing the orientation of the flow, where the size of the arrow reflects
the speed. A slowing of the bubble expansion at later times is evident, however the gas within the bubble remains supersonic up to the end of our simulation, at
7 Myr.

evolution is supersonic, reaching a Mach number of around 𝑀 ∼ 30
(with velocities exceeding 108 cm s−1) within the first Myr in most
regions in the bubbles, as shown in Figure 2. The outflow velocities
predicted by ourmodel are high, in order to transport theCR electrons
before they undergo very substantial cooling. Thus, in our model, the
initial jet is kinetically dominated, and the bubble formation time
is short. Such high velocity outflows have been inferred by some
observational studies towards the Galactic Fermi bubbles, using X-
ray and UV absorption lines (e.g. Fox et al. 2015; Miller & Bregman
2016; Bordoloi et al. 2017), though there remain uncertainties in
the modeling and interpretation of the data (for discussion, see Yang
et al. 2018).
Ambient hot halo gas is compressed by the resulting forward

shocks into a shell around the bubbles,where gas temperatures exceed
108 K and densities reach around 10−2 cm−3. This is separated by a
contact discontinuity from the 𝑇 ≥ 107 K, 𝑛 ∼ 10−4 cm−3 gas inside
the bubbles. The expansion of the bubbles in the lateral direction,
perpendicular to the driving direction of the initial jets, is somewhat
slower than in the vertical direction, with Figure 2 indicating ve-
locities of around 107 − 108cm s−1 being attained (corresponding
to Mach numbers of around 𝑀 ∼ 10 − 12), and temperatures and
densities seeing less enhancement inside the lateral shocks (∼ 107

K and ∼ 10−3 cm−3, respectively) than in the vertical shocks. By 1
Myr, a significant concentration of CR energy has developed in the
bubbles above ∼ 5 kpc, reflecting the role CRs play in sustaining the
rapid expansion of the bubble front. An excess of CR energy density
can also be seen to be developing laterally. This contributes to the
broadening of the bubbles together with the thermal gas pressure,
with the observed convex morphology arising from a decline in the
inward pressure imparted by the ambient halo gas at increasing alti-
tudes. The development of a large low-density central lobe (𝑛 ∼ 10−5
cm−3) within the bubbles is also evident after 1 Myr, enclosed by an
inner contact discontinuity. This continues to expandwith the bubble,
and contains very high temperature jet plasma and jet-entrained halo
gas. Very high temperatures are sustained within these central lobes
throughout the evolution of the bubbles, and still exceeds 108 K by
∼ 7Myr in some regions. Surrounding these lobes, between the inner
contact discontinuity and the forward shock, outer shells containing
shock-heated halo gas can be seen. The magnetic field in these outer
shell regions is relatively ordered and is typically oriented vertically,
aligned with the direction of the initial jets.

The magnetic field of the bubbles, shown in the right panels of
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Emission from leptons in galaxy bubbles 7

Figure 3. 2D slice plots through the plane 𝑦 = 0 of the simulation plane, showing the CR energy density and overlaid magnetic field vectors for simulation Run
B in the Northern bubble at 1, 3, 5 and 7 Myr (as labeled).

Figure 1, co-evolves with the gas.8 As the bubbles expand, amagnetic
draping effect (Lyutikov 2006) is evident around their surface, where
magnetic field lines are stretched and compressed into a draping layer
surrounding the bubbles. This process aligns the magnetic field to lie
parallel to the bubble’s outer shocked layer, and can strengthen the
field as it is compressed against the expanding bubble. The strength-
ening and aligning effect by draping is greater when the direction
of the field is initially parallel to a bubble surface, with the field
strengths sometimes reaching more than 10 times their initial value
in the draping layer by 1 Myr. This has important consequences for
CR propagation: while the CRs are advected to the surface region of
the bubbles, anisotropic diffusion governs their distribution near and
within the draping layer. With CR diffusion being directed along the

8 We note that our simulations also show an evolution of gas temperature
and density structure of the ambient gas outside the bubble. We find this
arises because the tangled initial magnetic field acts to perturb the gas dis-
tribution on scales comparable to its correlation length. The dissipation of
these perturbations leads to a heating effect on the external thermal gas, with
the magnetic energy density in the regions outside the bubble reducing at a
similar rate to the increase in the thermal energy of the gas. This process can
be considered artificial and physically overstated, and does not arise if a more
physically-motivated initial magnetic field configuration is adopted (e.g. one
that is weaker at greater distances from the host galaxy).

local magnetic field vector, the ordered magnetic field in the drap-
ing layer effectively contains the CRs, creating a sharp boundary in
CR energy density at the leading edge of the bubbles. This helps
to maintain CR pressure in this region, and contributes to bubble
expansion.

This sharp boundary in CR energy density begins to diminish from
around 3 Myr, particularly at lower altitudes where the lateral shock
continues to propagate into the ambient medium, but where the CRs
are not as effectively advected to the leading shock layer. In this re-
gion, the lower outward gas velocities away from the expansion axis
of the bubbles (cf. Figure 2) increase CR advection times, allowing
diffusive propagation to have more influence on the distribution of
CRs. As expansion continues, the lateral shock front moves increas-
ingly further away from the bulk of the CR energy density, leaving
a disordered magnetic field in its wake. The gas in the CR-deficient
layer behind the lateral front cools adiabatically, reducing to∼ 3×107
K by 5 Myr (below ∼10 kpc). The resulting reduction in lateral CR
and thermal pressure slows the broadening of the bubbles, partic-
ularly after 3 Myr (the point at which the lateral shock decouples
from the CR layer), leading to the emergence of much more elon-
gated bubbles by 7 Myr. The magnetic draping effect also begins to
weaken after 3 Myr, and by 5 Myr is only clear in the upper regions
of the bubble where CR energy density remains high and connected
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to the leading shock. By 7 Myr, the draping effect is only evident in
small regions of the bubble (e.g. the North-Western corner) where
CR energy densities remain high and bubble expansion is most rapid
(cf. bottom-right panel of Figure 2).

2.2.2 Effect of the initial magnetic field

We find that the configuration of the initial halo magnetic field can
have noticeable implications for the late-time morphology of the
bubbles. Figure 3 shows the evolution of the CR energy density and
magnetic field for our simulation Run B, where we initialize the halo
magnetic field with a correlation length of ℓ𝑐 = 9 kpc, instead of
ℓ𝑐 = 1 kpc (as was used for the Run A results shown previously in
Figure 1). The simulations are otherwise initialized identically.When
comparing Figure 3 (RunB) to the right-hand panels of Figure 1 (Run
A), small-scale features can be seen to arise at the bubble edges in
Run A, when the initial magnetic field has a correlation length that
is much smaller than the size of the bubbles. These are not present
in Run B. This is due to fast CR diffusion along field lines, and the
varying effect of magnetic draping over the expanding shock layer of
the bubble in Run A. In Run B, when the correlation length of the
magnetic field is comparable to the bubble scale (Figure 3), a more
even surface results due to less randomly oriented field directions on
small scales. It can also be seen that magnetic draping persists around
the outer shock for much longer, and still presents clearly after 7 Myr
(bottom right panel, Figure 3). This maintains a smoother surface
in the bubbles. Although our initial magnetic field is unlikely to be
the same as a more physically-motivated model, our results imply
that the exact choice of initial field structure is more likely to impact
small-scale features, account for deviations from absolute symmetry
in emerging bubbles, or lead to distortions of the surface of the
bubbles (we note that Y12 drew similar conclusions in the context of
simulations of theMilkyWay’sFermi bubbles). The overall evolution
and general features of the bubbles are not significantly affected by
the initial magnetic field topology and, for the purposes of this work,
the kpc-scale distribution of CRs, gas density and temperature is of
most importance – none of which would be impacted dramatically
by plausible variations in the initial magnetic field.

2.2.3 Comparison with previous work

Recent theoretical studies have considered the development of CR
bubbles in the context of the Milky Way’s own Fermi bubbles. As
possible examples of jet-driven CR bubbles (e.g. Guo et al. 2012;
Guo & Mathews 2012; Yang et al. 2012; Yang & Ruszkowski 2017;
Zhang & Guo 2020; Zubovas et al. 2011), these offer a wealth of
results suitable for comparison with the earlier stages of the CR
bubble simulated in this work. The closest comparison can be made
with Y12, upon which the simulations of the present study are based.
The evolution of the bubbles are tracked until 1.2 Myr, at which time
the Y12 results were compared to available constraints and observed
properties of the Fermi bubbles. Although the evolution to later times
was not previously considered, our simulations at 1.2 Myr can still
be reasonably compared to the earlier work.
Figure 4 shows density, temperature and CR energy density 2D

slice plots of our simulations at 1.2 Myr, which are directly compara-
ble to the results at 1.2Myr presented inY12 (their Figure 1). Overall,
the structure and properties of this work is broadly consistent with
the earlier result, including magnetic draping effects, the bubble mor-
phology and the fast inflation timescale, within a fewMyrs. However,
certain differences are evident - in particular, our simulations give a

more elongated bubble; while the broadening to a similar maximum
radius of ∼ 5 kpc is reached at a comparable altitude of 𝑧 ∼ 3 kpc in
both cases, the peak of the bubble and distribution of CRs is sharper
in this work than in Y12. Moreover, a dent feature resulting from
the cuspy initial gas density profile9 is well-resolved in the 1.2 Myr
results of Y12, but does not clearly emerge in the present work until
nearly 3 Myr. Because of this, the top of the bubble in Y12 extends
to ∼ 7 kpc, much less than the ∼10 kpc extent seen in Figure 4. By
running higher resolution simulations for shorter times, we were able
to attribute these differences to the lower resolution set-up adopted
in the present work. Our lower resolution choice was necessary due
to the substantially larger simulation volume (box side length 75 kpc
here compared to 25 kpc in Y12) and longer simulation time (7 Myr
here, compared to 1.2 Myr previously) required for the focus of this
project, in the context of computational constraints. We anticipate
future studies will be able to run simulations at comparable resolu-
tion to Y12, with larger volumes and for longer times, however we do
not expect the lower resolutions of this work to substantially change
our results.
Yang & Ruszkowski (2017) extended the treatment of Y12, by

also tracking the evolution of the CR electron spectrum during their
simulations. However, in this updated treatment CR transport was
modeled as advection, with diffusion omitted. This led to the emer-
gence of a sharper bubble edge than seen either in Y12 or this work,
where anisotropic diffusion is included. Yang & Ruszkowski (2017)
additionally used a smoothed halo potential, suppressing the forma-
tion of the dent feature at the top of the bubbles.
Comparison may also be made with the results of Guo & Math-

ews (2012), which also demonstrated that galactic-scale CR bubbles
could be inflated rapidly to kpc scales, within a few Myr, by a short-
duration (< 0.5 Myr) energetic AGN outburst. While, again, their
bubble evolution is not dissimilar to our simulations (cf. the first two
rows of panels in Figure 1) and also shows the development of a shock
which heats and compresses ambient gas in the halo, a crucial differ-
ence is the appearance of strong instabilities in the Guo & Mathews
(2012) results that are not present in Figure 4 (or, indeed Figure 1
up to 7 Myr). Y12 previously showed that these instabilities were a
consequence of the longer estimated bubble formation time in Guo&
Mathews (2012), which were sufficient to allow the development of
Kelvin-Helmholtz (KH) instabilities (over a timescale 𝜏KH of around
1.5 Myr). Y12 further discussed that such instabilities would emerge
if their simulations were allowed to run for longer, i.e. for 𝑡sim > 𝜏KH.
However, when accounting for the evolution of the bubble size and
shear velocity (considering only the vertical velocity component with
Δ𝑣𝑧 ∼ 100kms−1 at the outer-edge of the bubble, e.g. on the contact
discontinuity at a position of 𝑥 = 10 kpc, 𝑦 = 0 kpc, 𝑧 = 20 kpc at 7
Myr in Figure 2) the KH instability timescale increases faster than
the ageing of the bubble, reaching

𝜏KH ≈ 100
(
_s
20kpc

) (
Δ𝑣s

100kms−1

)−1 ( [s
0.1

)−1/2
Myr (5)

by 7 Myr, where _s is the wavelength of the instability (we consider
modes comparable to the radius of the bubble which would have
significant effects on the bubble’s macroscopic structure), Δ𝑣s is the
shear velocity at the surface of the bubble10, and [s is the density

9 The density gradient across the width of the initial jets is not negligible,
thus it is more difficult for the central parts of the jets to penetrate the dense
material near the center of the host galaxy. If a density profile model were
adopted with a flatter core, the resulting bubble would expand slightly faster
in the ±𝑧 direction, and would show a flatter top.
10 From Figure 2, it can be seen from the over-plotted velocity arrows that
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Figure 4. 2D slice plots of density, temperature and CR energy density for Run A at 1.2 Myr, which can be compared to the previous results of Y12. Note that
the region plotted is smaller than that shown in earlier Figures.

contrast across the contact discontinuity at the bubble surface. This
suggests that the instabilities seen in Guo & Mathews (2012) would
not be expected at any point during the lifetime of a bubble in our
simulations.
The approach adopted more recently by Zhang & Guo (2020) is

broadly the same, again with the focus of modeling the Galactic
Fermi bubbles. They consider the development of a CR bubble due
to an AGN jet, operating with less energy (∼ 1055 erg) compared
to our work (which used a total injected energy of ∼ 1057 erg per
jet) but over a longer period of time (1-5 Myr, compared to 0.3
Myr here), with CR and thermal energy injected by the jet. Their
high resolution simulations allow a clear view of the development
of a bubble comprising of a low-density central lobe, which is en-
closed by a contact discontinuity and containing high-temperature
jet plasma and some jet-entrained halo gas. An outer shell located
between a forward shock and inner contact discontinuity containing
the shock-heated halo gas is also shown to form.11 These features
are common to our work, and the resulting bubble structure is the
same. However, the alternative lower choice of jet power and longer
activity timescales lead to a longer bubble expansion time, taking
around 5 Myr to extend to 10 kpc (for a jet energy of 1.07 × 1055
erg and activity time of 1 Myr), compared to ∼ 1 Myr in our work.
We consider that the Zhang & Guo (2020) results give some insights
into the behavior of our own model with alternative jet parameter
choices, and illustrates the variation in plausible bubbles that may
form around galaxies.

3 MULTI-WAVELENGTH EMISSION FROM CR
ELECTRONS IN GALAXY BUBBLES

Emission thought to originate from the Fermi bubbles of our Galaxy
has been observed over a broad range of wavelengths, from radio
waves (Heywood et al. 2019) and microwaves (Finkbeiner 2004;

the outward ±𝑥 gas velocity far dominates over the shear velocity ±𝑧 at this
position. We find that 𝑣𝑧 ∼ 0.1 |𝑣 |, where |𝑣 | is the overall magnitude of the
gas velocity (as plotted in Figure 2).
11 Note that, in contrast to our work, Zhang & Guo (2020) define the surface
of the bubbles by the forward shock instead of the contact discontinuity.
Either definition is reasonable, and we find KH instabilities of wavelengths
comparable to the radius of the bubble would not develop in our model if
adopting either definition.

Planck Collaboration et al. 2013; Sasaki et al. 2015), through to X-
rays (Ponti et al. 2019; Predehl et al. 2020) and 𝛾-rays (Su et al.
2010; Dobler et al. 2010) up to ∼ 110 GeV (Ackermann et al. 2014)
– and, in some regions, perhaps reaching energies as high as 500
GeV (Herold & Malyshev 2019). In a leptonic scenario, this emis-
sion is predominantly generated by a population of CR electrons
within the bubbles through direct synchrotron, Compton scattering
and bremsstrahlung processes. The internal magnetic, density and
thermal radiation structure of the bubbles determines the emission
spectrum and topology that arises thus, for the Fermi bubbles and
analogous leptonic CR bubbles around external galaxies, spectral and
(where possible) spatial studies of this emission can yield detailed
information about the physical conditions in different parts of the
bubble.
Our simulations (Figure 1) have shown that the conditions within a

developing CR bubble evolve over Myr timescales. Substantial vari-
ations in the magnetic field strength and structure, gas temperature
and density can be seen as a bubble ages and expands. Moreover,
the internal distribution of CRs shows a similar degree of variation
over a bubble lifetime. As the emitted multi-wavelength spectrum of
a leptonic CR bubble would be sensitive to the MHD properties, as
well as the spatial distribution of CR electrons12, it would retain cru-
cial information necessary to probe their internal MHD properties,
composition and the evolutionary stage.
Full, detailed emission maps are likely only within observational

reach for the Milky Way’s Fermi bubbles over a very large range of
wavelengths. However, CR bubbles around external, distant, galaxies
may still be observed spectrally in one or more wavebands, allow-
ing for the extraction of information about their internal conditions.
Even for very distant systems, for which the number of arriving pho-
tons may be small, carefully selected observation bands may still be
sufficient to provide constraints on the physical conditions inside an
emitting galaxy bubble, avoiding the need for the long integration
times or high sensitivities that would be required for the construc-
tion of a full spectrum. Modeling expected spectral signatures for
bubbles in different evolutionary stages can therefore offer informa-
tion about the most valuable spectral signatures and, hence, the most
appropriate energy bands to search for to extract certain informa-
tion about bubbles around distant galaxies. This can increase the

12 The spectrum of electrons throughout a bubble is likely to be relatively
uniform until late times, owing to their fast expansion (Yang et al. 2012; Yang
& Ruszkowski 2017).
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10 Owen & Yang

useful reach of observational studies and boost the number of ob-
servable galaxy bubbles, offering the potential to gather broader data
to inform detailed population analyses. Such analyses will be crucial
to understand the nature and evolution of CR galaxy bubbles, and
how our own Galaxy’s Fermi bubbles fit into a larger galaxy bubble
demographic.

3.1 CR electron interactions

CR electron interactions can broadly be modeled as cooling pro-
cesses – i.e. either processes in which the electrons truly experience
a continuous loss of energy, or stochastic processes where the energy
lost by the CR electron in a single interaction/scattering event is only
a small fraction of its total. The radiative interactions of CR electrons
in a galaxy bubble would predominantly drive the observable emis-
sion in the leptonic scenario. The relevant processes are synchrotron
losses in the ambient magnetic fields, and Compton scattering in am-
bient radiation fields. The energy loss rate for an electron undergoing
synchrotron cooling is given by:

d𝛾e
d 𝑡

����
sy

=
4
9

[
𝑒4𝐵2𝑐

(𝑚e𝑐2)3

]
𝛾e2𝛽2 ≈ 32

9

(
2𝜎T
𝑚e 𝑐

)
𝑈B𝛾

2
e , (6)

where 𝛽 is introduced as the speed of the particle, normalised to
the speed of light, 𝑐, 𝜎T is the electron Thomson cross-section, 𝑒 is
electron charge, 𝐵 is the magnetic field strength, and 𝑈B (≡ 𝐵2/8𝜋)
is the magnetic energy density. Other symbols retain their earlier
definitions. For (inverse) Compton cooling, the corresponding rate
of energy loss for a relativistic electron is:

d𝛾e
d 𝑡

����
ic
≈ 32
9

(
2𝜎T
𝑚e 𝑐

)
𝑈rad𝛾

2
e , (7)

which depends mostly on the energy density of the ambient radiation
field, i.e.𝑈rad. This would be dominated by the energy density of the
CMB radiation in the conditions expected for a galaxy bubble and
the ISRF at low altitudes near the host galaxy (see section 2.1.4).
Electrons may also experience losses due to their engagement with

the ambient hot plasmawithin the bubble. Bremsstrahlung (free-free)
losses proceed at a rate given by:

d𝛾e
d 𝑡

����
ff
≈ 𝛼f𝑐𝜎T𝑛H𝛾e (8)

where 𝛼f is introduced as the fine structure constant, and 𝑛H is the
plasma number density. Also Coulomb (Rutherford) scattering losses
are given by

d𝛾e
d 𝑡

����
C
≈ 𝑛H𝑐𝜎T lnΛ , (9)

where lnΛ ' 30 is the Coulomb logarithm, accounting for the ratio
between the maximum and minimum impact parameters. Adiabatic
losses are also relevant in the rapidly expanding high-energy bubbled
modeled in this work. These arise at a rate given by:

d𝛾e
d 𝑡

����
adi

=
𝛾e
3
dln𝑉
d𝑡

, (10)

where 𝑉 is the bubble volume. The total cooling rate experienced by
a CR electron would be the sum of all of these processes (equations 6
– 10).

3.2 Electron spectrum

The emitted radiation from aCRbubble depends on theCR spectrum.
Typically, assumptions about the spectrum must therefore be made
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Figure 5. Evolution of the CR electron spectrum, according to our analytic
prescription (see Appendix A for details). The initial power-law spectrum
(given by equation 11) is shown in red, and the subsequent spectrum at 0.1,
0.5, 1, 2 and 10 Myr is shown as labeled. This illustrates the very rapid initial
ageing of the spectrum at high energies, followed by very little change after
∼0.5 Myr.

to make observable predictions (unless the CR spectral evolution is
tracked directly in a model or simulation, as in Yang & Ruszkowski
2017). The most simple reasonable model that is frequently assumed
is a power law, with distinct upper and lower spectral cuts (Su et al.
2010; Yang et al. 2013). In Yang & Ruszkowski 2017, it was demon-
strated that the fast electron cooling that happens close to theGC leads
to a relatively uniform spectrum with a 1000 GeV cut-off throughout
the whole bubble during the early expansion phase of a bubble, and
this result is not strongly sensitive to the exact time the CRs are
injected. However, the precise form of the spectrum they found was
not a clear power-law at all energies, and showed steepening above a
few hundred GeV.
In this work, we do not track the evolution of the CR spectrum

during our simulations. However, to emulate the spectral evolution
found in Yang & Ruszkowski 2017, we adopt an initial power law
CR electron differential energy spectrum between 𝐸min = 1 GeV13
and 𝐸max = 10, 000 GeV, which we then evolve analytically to give
the electron spectrum at some time 𝑡, accounting for cooling losses
in the early stage of the bubble expansion. The initial spectral form
may be written as:

d𝑛e
d𝛾e

= N𝑒
(
𝛾e
𝛾0

)−𝑠e
(11)

where 𝑛e is the CR number density, 𝛾e is the electron Lorentz factor,
(which is related to the electron energy by 𝐸e = 𝛾e 𝑚e𝑐2), 𝛾0 =

𝐸min/𝑚e𝑐2 is the parameter chosen to set the lower energy cut-off of
the CR electron spectrum, 𝑠e = 2 is the power-law spectral index. In

13 We consider that lower energy electrons, below 1 GeV, would rapidly lose
energy via Coulomb collisions in the early stages of the bubble development,
within the first 0.1 Myr, due to the high gas density in the central regions
of the host galaxy from where the bubble is launched. Our choice would
correspond to a gas density of around 500 cm−3 initially encountered by
the electrons, which is broadly consistent with minimum mean gas densities
estimated for the Milky Way galactic center region (of around 100 cm−3 –
see Oka et al. 2005), conservative compared to typical estimates (∼ 104 cm−3

– see, e.g. Guesten & Henkel 1983; Bally et al. 1987; Mills et al. 2018), and
consistent with the density ranges inferred for the central regions of other
nearby galaxies (e.g. M74 – see Heiner et al. 2013).
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general, the normalization N𝑒 is set by the CR energy density 𝑒CR
in a simulation cell, according to the relation

N𝑒 =


𝑓emit 𝑒CR𝛾

−𝑠e
0

ln(𝛾1/𝛾0) if 𝑠e = 2 ,
𝑓emit 𝑒CR (2−𝑠e)𝛾𝑠e0
𝛾
2−𝑠e
1 −𝛾2−𝑠e0

if 𝑠e ≠ 2
(12)

which introduces 𝛾1 = 𝐸max/𝑚e𝑐2 as the upper spectral cut-off.
𝑓emit retains its earlier definition and value (see section 2.1.4).
To model the ageing of the CR electron spectrum due to cooling

processes, we solve the appropriate kinetic equation governing the
spectra of CRs (e.g. Kardashev 1962 – see Appendix A for details),
where we neglect acceleration processes, particle absorption, injec-
tion or escape, and assume cooling is due to radiative losses (syn-
chrotron cooling in ambient magnetic fields, and inverse Compton
cooling in the CMB, and the ISRF near the host galaxy) and adiabatic
losses. We adopt equation 11 as the initial condition. To approximate
the adiabatic and radiative cooling rate of the electrons in a man-
ner which reflects the evolution of our simulated system, we estimate
electron cooling rates from the timescales determined from tracer par-
ticles in Yang & Ruszkowski (2017), which self-consistently tracked
the electron spectral evolution within their simulation over the first
1.2 Myr.14 Cooling rates at later times were then extrapolated as
required.
The resulting spectral ageing is shown in Figure 5, where the

initial spectrum is shown together with the aged spectrum at various
stages during the evolution of the bubble. This reflects the rapid
initial cooling and otherwise marginal evolution seen in Yang &
Ruszkowski (2017), and also would reproduce a relatively uniform
spectral shape throughout the bubble. A natural cut-off can be seen
to emerge at around 1000 GeV, and the resulting spectrum is very
similar in form to that assumed in the post-processing calculations
of Yang et al. (2013). It is also evident that the effects of adiabatic
cooling on the electron spectrum is negligible (this would affect all
electrons independent of their energy and, if significant, would be
seen as a lowering of the spectrumover time). For our calculations,we
assume the same spectral form throughout our simulation, specified
at the required time, but vary its normalization according to the local
simulated CR energy density 𝑒CR (cf. equation 12).

3.3 Multi-wavelength emission

The spectral emissivity from CR electrons is given by the sum of the
emission from relevant radiative processes (section 3.1):

𝑗 (𝜖) = d𝜖
d𝑡 dad𝑉

= 𝑗sy (𝜖) + 𝑗ic (𝜖) + 𝑗ntff (𝜖) + 𝑗
t
ff (𝜖) , (13)

i.e. the sum of synchrotron, inverse Compton, (non-thermal and ther-
mal) bremsstrahlung spectral emissivities. The synchrotron spectral
emissivity for a population of CR electrons with differential number
density d𝑛e/d𝛾e is then given by:

𝑗sy (𝜖) =
4
√
3𝜋𝑟e
9𝑐

a2

aB

∫ 𝛾1

𝛾0

d𝛾e
𝛾4e

d𝑛e
d𝛾e

F (𝑥) (14)

(Dermer & Menon 2009), where d𝑉 is the differential volume el-
ement, a is the emitted spectral frequency, 𝜖 = ℎa/𝑚e𝑐2 is the

14 We consider this to be a reasonable approach, given the practical similar-
ities between the simulations in this work and those of Yang & Ruszkowski
(2017).

dimensionless energy of the emitted photons in units of electron rest
mass, 𝑟e is the classical electron radius, aB = 𝑒𝐵/(2𝜋𝑚e𝑐) is the
electron gyro-frequency, and 𝑥 = a/(3aB𝛾2e ). The function F (𝑥) is
given by:

F (𝑥) =
(
𝐾4/3 (𝑥)𝐾1/3 (𝑥) −

3
5
𝑥

[
𝐾24/3 (𝑥) − 𝐾

2
1/3 (𝑥)

] )
, (15)

where 𝐾𝑚 (. . .) are modified Bessel functions of the second kind,
of fractional order 𝑚. CR electrons may also radiate by Compton
scattering off ambient low-energy (CMB and, near the host galaxy,
ISRF) photons. For a radiation field of photon density 𝑛ph, the inverse
Compton emissivity is given by:

𝑗ic (𝜖) =
3𝜎T_2𝑐𝑚e𝑐a

4

∫ 𝛾1

𝛾0

d𝛾e
𝛾2e

d𝑛e
d𝛾e

∫ 1

0
db 𝑛ph (b) 𝑓 (b) b−1 , (16)

(Blumenthal & Gould 1970) in the Thomson limit. We use the more
general Klein-Nishina formula when the Thomson limit is not ap-
plicable – see Jones (1968). Here, 𝜎T is the Thomson cross sec-
tion, _𝑐 is the Compton wavelength of an electron, and we use
𝑓 (b) = 2b ln b + b + 1 − 2b2 (for 0 < b < 1), and the dimensionless
variable b = a/(4𝛾2e a′) where a′ is the frequency of the target low-
energy photon. Non-thermal free-free bremsstrahlung CR emission
is given by:

𝑗ntff (𝜖) = _𝑐a𝑛H
∫ ∞
√
𝜖 (2+𝜖 )

d𝛾e 𝑛e (𝛾e)
d𝜎ff (𝜖 ; 𝛾e)
d𝜖

, (17)

(Dermer & Menon 2009), where 𝛽 → 1 in the relativistic limit, and
wherewe adopt the cross section approximation introduced byBaring
et al. (1999). An additional thermal bremsstrahlung component is
given by:

𝑗 tff (𝜖) = 2
√︂

2
3𝜋Θe

𝛼f𝑐𝜎T𝑛
2
H exp (−𝜖/Θe) 𝜖

−1𝐺 (𝜖/Θe) (18)

(Dermer & Menon 2009),15 where Θe retains its earlier definition
of dimensionless temperature, but this time is used to denote the
temperature of thermal electrons. 𝛼f is the fine structure constant,
and we assume a fully ionized thermal gas. We find this component
makes only a negligible contribution to the total bubble emission
spectrum due to the low gas densities.

3.4 Post-processing simulations

We post-process our simulations to compute the resulting emission
from an electron spectrum aged to a time that is consistent with
the simulated bubble age. The CR energy densities are computed
directly by our MHD simulations and given by 𝑓emit𝑒CR, which
sets the normalization of the CR spectrum (cf. equation 12), where
𝑓emit = 0.003 (see section 2.1.4, and Yang & Ruszkowski 2017).
The CR electron spectrum and subsequent emission are computed
during post-processing of the simulation output, with spectra being
modeled at each point throughout the grid (this is similar to the ap-
proach adopted in, e.g. Yang et al. 2013). While this post-processing
approach cannot strictly capture the true spectral evolution of the CR
electrons throughout the simulation domain (for which more sophis-
ticated spectral tracking approaches are required, as that invoked in
e.g. Yang&Ruszkowski 2017), we consider it to be a good first-order
approximation. This is because the dynamical time of expansion of

15 Here, 𝐺 (𝜖 /Θe) =
√
3 exp(𝜖 /2Θe)𝐾0 (𝜖 /2Θe)/𝜋 is the Gaunt factor in

the Born limit, where 𝐾0 (. . .) is the modified Bessel function of the second
kind, of order zero.
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the bubble is always shorter than the radiative cooling time esti-
mated from our simulations (except for the very early stage of the
bubble evolution, which we have accounted for in our spectral ageing
treatment in section 3.2).

4 RESULTS

4.1 Bubble spectra

We calculate the emission spectra from our bubble simulations, rang-
ing from radio frequencies of 50 MHz through to high-energy 𝛾-rays
at 10 TeV. This is intended to cover the expected spectral ranges for
the principal emission signatures of the bubbles, which would be
accessible with current and next-generation instruments, including,
e.g. the Square Kilometer Array, SKA in radio bands (Turner 2014),
Chandra16 and the up-coming ATHENA17 X-ray observatories, and
Fermi-LAT and the Cherenkov Telescope Array, CTA, in low and
high energy 𝛾-rays, respectively (Atwood et al. 2009; Cherenkov
Telescope Array Consortium et al. 2019). The spectra are calculated
from the volume emissivity at each point throughout the simulation
grid for all processes described in section 3.3 (synchrotron, inverse
Compton, thermal and non-thermal bremsstrahlung)18, which are
then integrated over the relevant emission volume. We find that, al-
though some thermal bremsstrahlung emission is contributed from
regions outside the bubble in our simulations, the contribution from
all processes is heavily dominated by that emanating from the bubble
itself. Thus we adopt the full simulation domain as our emission vol-
ume in computing spectra. We also find that the choice of the initial
magnetic field does not have a noticeable impact on our computed
spectra. As such, the spectra shown in this section are all computed
from our Run A simulation. These are practically indistinguishable
from corresponding results from Run B.

4.1.1 Early evolutionary stage

Figure 6 shows the bubble spectrum at 1 Myr. The contributions
from non-thermal bremsstrahlung, inverse Compton and synchrotron
emission are plotted. We found the thermal bremsstrahlung contri-
bution to the emission was sub-dominant (by a factor of ∼ 10 at
keV energies), and is not shown. However, the exact balance between
thermal and non-thermal bremsstrahlung emission in the X-ray band
is unclear in our post-processed results. The thermal bremsstrahlung
emission intensity is particularly sensitive to the simulation resolu-
tion, and our calculated values are likely understated. We expect that
higher resolution realizations would significantly enhance the level
of thermal bremsstrahlung emission from a bubble, and this would
likely dominate over non-thermal bremsstrahlung. However, we show
in section 5.1 that this is not of great consequence to our present
work, where we show that X-ray emission from bubbles around ex-
ternal galaxies would fall far below detection thresholds, and would
not practically be detectable whether dominated by thermal or non-
thermal bremsstrahlung. It can be seen that the high-energy 𝛾-ray
emission is dominated by inverse Compton emission. This is pre-
dominately driven by CR electrons scattering off ISRF photons. At
lower energies, up-scattered CMB photons instead make a larger

16 https://chandra.harvard.edu
17 https://sci.esa.int/web/ixo/-/48729-about-athena
18 Our volume emissivity calculations were cross checked against two public
codes for synchrotron, inverse Compton and non-thermal bremsstrahlung
emission (this software is described in Hahn 2016; Zabalza 2016).
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1 Myr

Figure 6. Post-processed emission spectrum of the simulated CR bubble (Run
A) at 1 Myr. The photon energy is shown in the bottom abscissa, while the
corresponding frequency is shown on the top abscissa. The total spectrum
(black) can be decomposed into contributing processes, as labeled.

contribution to this emission component. An additional relativistic
bremsstrahlung peak can also be seen at TeV energies, but this is
sub-dominant during the first ∼1 Myr of the bubble’s development.
At 1 Myr, the bubble age and structure (see Figure 1) is similar

to that inferred for the Milky Way’s Fermi bubbles, and our model
spectrum thus show certain similarities to observations. For exam-
ple, Figure 6 shows the total 𝛾-ray emission between 1 - 100 GeV is
∼ 1036 ergs−1 sr−1, or∼ 1037 ergs−1, if assuming isotropic emission,
which is consistent with the 1-100 GeV 𝛾-ray emission found for the
Fermi bubbles (Su et al. 2010). At X-ray energies between ∼0.1 - 2
keV, the emission as a total power of ∼ 1027 ergs−1. This is substan-
tially lower than estimated by X-ray observations towards the Fermi
bubbles by ROSAT (Snowden et al. 1997), as well as the X-ray lumi-
nosity of possibly associated structures (e.g. the eROSITA bubbles;
see Predehl et al. 2020). However, these observations include X-ray
emission contributed by all the gas in the Milky Way halo, which
likely extends to a radius of ∼ 250kpc (e.g. Blitz & Robishaw 2000;
Grcevich & Putman 2009), the Galactic bulge, and/or features exter-
nal to the galactic bubbles, which are not present in our model (e.g.
including the North Polar Spur; Kataoka et al. 2013). Additionally,
we consider that under-resolved shocks in our simulation may lead
to an understatement of their thermal bremsstrahlung contribution.
We find that the radio synchrotron emission in our model has a total
power spectral density of ∼ 1015WHz−1 at 408MHz, which is also
significantly lower than values previously suggested for the Fermi
bubbles (see, e.g. Jones et al. 2012 which estimated the 408 MHz
emission from a similar region using the all-sky data of Haslam et al.
1982). This may result from our simulations insufficiently resolving
magnetic field structures around the bubble surface or draping layer
(see also section 2.2.3), or may indicate the presence of a stronger ini-
tial halo magnetic field than that adopted in our simulations. We note
that the synchrotron peak emerges at optical wavelengths. However,
the total optical synchrotron power, of around 1037 ergs−1, would be
approximately 7-8 orders of magnitude less luminous than starlight
of a typical Milky Way-like host galaxy, and would be diffuse and
practically difficult to disentangle from emission associated with a
distant host.

MNRAS 000, 1–20 (2020)
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7 Myr

Figure 7. Same as Figure 6, but for the post-processed bubble emission
spectrum at 7 Myr.

4.1.2 Late evolutionary stage

The bubble spectrum at 7 Myr is shown in Figure 7. While sim-
ilarities to the 1 Myr spectrum remain, there are clear changes in
the emitted spectrum as the bubble ages. Overall, emission from all
processes reduces between 1 and 7 Myr. This is particularly notice-
able at high-energies, where the ISRF inverse Compton component
is much weaker at 7 Myr than at 1 Myr (Figure 6), with the spec-
trum above a few 10s GeV instead being dominated by non-thermal
bremsstrahlung. The reduction in the synchrotron emission by 7Myr
is much less severe. In Figure 1, it can be seen that the CR energy
density is much more diffuse at 7 Myr compared to 1 Myr, and
the surface magnetic field is comparatively weaker (for discussion,
see section 2.2.1). Although this leads to a substantial drop in syn-
chrotron volume emissivity from the surfaces of the bubble, Figure 1
shows the total emission volume of the surface region is also much
greater at later times, largely compensating for this reduction.

4.1.3 Spectral evolution

CR-driven processes dominate the emission from galaxy bubbles.
Thus, as CR distributions and the conditions they encounter within a
bubble change as it evolves, their emitted spectral properties reflect
this. Figure 1 shows that the greatest changes in the distribution of
CRs throughout our simulated bubbles happens during the first 2
Myr, when the bubble expansion is most rapid. This is reflected in
the spectral evolution, shown in Figure 8, where the clearest changes
arise over a similar timescale. In particular, the large reduction in
high-energy 𝛾-rays noted when comparing Figure 7 with Figure 6
can be attributed to the evolution of the system in just the first 2 Myr.
In Figure 1, it can be seen that the CR energy density becomes more
concentrated at the leading edge of the bubble as it ages and expands.
At 1 Myr, the bulk of the CR energy density in the bubble is located
within a few kpc of the host galaxy, and is subject to a relatively
strong ISRF. This yields substantial inverse Compton emission at
GeV energies and above. As the bubble expands, much of this CR
energy density moves to higher altitudes, where the ISRF is much
weaker and, by 3 Myr, the bulk of the energy density and leading
edge of the bubble is located well beyond 10 kpc, far beyond the
influence of the ISRF. The corresponding inverse Compton emission

thus falls quickly during the early evolution of the bubble, but begins
to settle later on when it is instead regulated by up-scattered photons
from the spatially-uniform CMB.
At later times, the high-energy 𝛾-ray emission is attributed to non-

thermal bremsstrahlung. This process is also responsible for much of
the X-ray emission between 0.2 and 10 keV, and ages more gradually
than the inverse Compton emission (cf. the change between the 1
Myr and 2 Myr spectra, compared to subsequent reductions in Fig-
ure 8). This is because regions of the bubble contributing the most
bremsstrahlung emission are where CR energy density and gas den-
sity coincide. In our treatment of CRs, where CR energy density and
gas are advected together, the CR distribution only varies compared
to the gas through the effects of diffusion. While diffusion acts to
reduce CR energy density with respect to the gas (thus reducing non-
thermal bremsstrahlung emissivity), the timescale of this reduction
(the diffusion timescale, ℓ2/4^ | | ∼ 20Myr over distances of ℓ ∼10
kpc) is typically much longer than advection timescales governing
the global distribution of gas and entrained CRs (of order a few kyr if
estimated from the gas velocities indicated in Figure 2), so changes
to the bremsstrahlung emission would be relatively slow.
At low energies, the emission is entirely dominated by synchrotron.

This shows very little evolution throughout the 7 Myr bubble life-
time, dropping by just a factor of a few (with a reduction that is
effectively energy-independent). Synchrotron emission arises from
regions of the bubble where CR energy density and strong magnetic
fields coincide. This is almost exclusively attributed to the top of the
bubble and, to a lesser degree, the region between the inner and outer
contact discontinuities, from which only minimal evolution to the
overall emission from the bubble would be expected (for details, see
section 4.1.2).

4.2 Broadband emission maps

Although only observationally accessible in a small number of cases
in nearby galaxies and/or for certain wavebands (e.g. radio frequen-
cies), broadband spatial emission maps can give useful insight into
the origin of spectral signatures, and are informative to connect the
emitted radiation calculated for our simulations to their MHD prop-
erties. In this section, we show the spatial emission from our bubble
simulations in four selected energy bands as marked on Figure 8 as
Band A (8.3-15.3 GHz), B (0.2-12 keV), C (1-30 GeV), and D (0.1-3
TeV). For all bands, we calculate volume emissivities throughout the
simulation grid for all processes described in section 3.3 using the
same post-processing technique that was adopted for the spectra in
section 4.1. For emission maps, however, instead of integrating over
the emission volume to compute a spectrum, we now integrate over
the spectrum within the required band (with a spectral resolution of
10 bins in energy),19 and along the 𝑦-axis of the simulation domain.
This yields emission maps as 2D band-integrated projection plots.
Note that these 2D projections differ from the 2D slice plots used
to present the MHD results in section 2.2 (sliced through the 𝑦 = 0
plane), and is more appropriate to reflect the geometry of the pro-
jected emission that would practically be observed from bubbles in
other galaxies.
We note that the emission maps shown in this section are for our

simulation Run A (with the exception of Figure 10). We found that
the emission maps derived from the Run B simulations are generally
similar, and only show spatial differences in-line with the variations

19 We found that use of higher energy resolutions would not noticeably
change our results.
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Figure 8. Post-processed total emission spectrum of the simulated bubbles between 1 Myr and 7 Myr, with spectra shown in 1 Myr increments as labeled.
The photon energy is shown in the bottom abscissa, while the corresponding frequency is shown by the top abscissa. Four spectral bands are marked at radio
frequencies (8.3-15.3 GHz, Band A) and at X-ray (0.2-12 keV, Band B) and at 𝛾-ray energies (1-30 GeV, and 0.1-3 TeV; Bands C and D, respectively), which
are used to compute broad-band emission maps in section 4.2.
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Figure 9. 2D projection plot of the radio emission from our simulated (Run A) bubble, integrated over 8.3-15.3 GHz (Band A), computed with a post-processing
approach. The left panel shows the emission at 1 Myr, while the right panel shows the emission at 7 Myr. The integrated emission over each map is equivalent
to the band-integrated emission through Band A shown in Figure 8 for corresponding bubble ages. See Figure 10 for the equivalent 7 Myr result for simulation
Run B.

seen in the MHD results presented in section 2.2. We explicitly
discuss cases where such differences arise.

4.2.1 Radio (Band A)

Figure 9 shows the bubble emission map at radio frequencies, be-
tween 8.3 and 15.3 GHz (BandA). At these frequencies, the emission
is synchrotron-dominated, being driven by CR electrons cooling in
bubble magnetic fields. At 1 Myr, the emission preferentially traces
the edge of the bubbles (as indicated by an apparent limb brightening
in the projected intensity at low altitudes), and is also particularly

strong towards the top of the structure. This is reflective of the un-
derlying distribution of CRs within the bubble, with emission pre-
dominantly arising from regions where a large CR energy density
intersects strengthened magnetic fields (e.g. in the draping layer at
the bubble edges; cf. Figure 1).

By 7 Myr, noticeable differences can be seen to have developed
in the structure of the bubble’s radio emission: although the excess
at high altitudes remains relatively strong due to the persistent high
CR energy density at the bubble leading edge (cf. Figure 1), much
more sub-structure is discernible throughout the bubble. In particular,
the edge of the emission region shows a feathered morphology and,
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Figure 10. 2D projection plot of the radio emission from our simulated Run
B bubble at 7 Myr, integrated over 8.3-15.3 GHz (Band A). Comparison with
the 7 Myr panel in Figure 9 shows the absence of filamentary features on the
bubble surface in the Run B result.

across the emission surface, projected filamentary structures can
be seen aligned vertically in the prevailing flow direction of the
internal gas (cf. Figure 2). Both of these morphological features are a
consequence of the magnetic field configuration of the 7Myr bubble.
We note that the edge of the radio emission corresponds roughly to
the position of the outer contact discontinuity, not the edge of the
bubble (i.e. at 7 Myr, it is not associated with the draping layer or
its remnants; see, in particular, the distribution of the CR energy
density in Figure 1). In this region, the magnetic field is relatively
disordered, which leads to uneven CR diffusion near the contact
discontinuity. This creates the feather-like emission surface seen in
Figure 9, with brighter filaments emerging within these features,
following the structure of the magnetic field. The vertical filaments
within the emission region are a consequence of the same effect.
These are the face-on feathered emission filaments associated mainly
on the bubble’s outer contact discontinuity. We find these features do
not clearly arise in Run B, even at late times (see Figure 10, which
shows the RunB 7MyrBandA emissionmap). The persistence of the
magnetic draping effect to later times in Run B (see Figure 3) leads to
a less disordered magnetic field behind the draping layer, including
around the contact discontinuity. This forms a smoother emission
surface. The implications for the polarized emission properties of
the bubble as it ages, and as a consequence of the ambient magnetic
field topology, will be investigated in future work (see also, e.g. Yang
et al. 2013).
We note that the emission intensity is around 102 times lower at

7 Myr than at 1 Myr, a consequence of the bubble’s expansion and
corresponding reduction in CR energy density. Moreover, at the base
of the bubble at 7 Myr, below ∼ 3 kpc, the width of the emission
appears to be much smaller than the lateral extent of the CR energy
density in Figure 1. While this is primarily a result of our choice of
color scale (adopted to highlight the structures at the bubble surface)
and low intensity emission does persist to around 𝑥 ∼ ±10 kpc at the
base of the bubble, the emission is actually somewhat suppressed in
this region. This is due to its relatively low magnetic field strength at
late times, with magnetic field energy density having been advected
away from the lower regions by the rapid and persistent outflowing
gas.
Near future facilities offer promising capability to resolve radio

bubbles around other galaxies. The frequency range used in our

emission maps is representative of the highest energy imaging band
planned for the up-coming SKA (in particular, the SKA1-mid ar-
ray). Imaging observations in this band are expected to be able to
achieve excellent angular resolutions (∼0.04”)20, which would allow
sub-kpc bubble structures around galaxies to be resolvable out to
cosmological distances (Wright 2006).

4.2.2 X-rays (Band B)

Figure 11 shows the X-ray emission map, between 0.2 and 12 keV
(Band B). This bandwidth is selected to match the energy range over
which bremsstrahlung emission dominates the emitted bubble spec-
trum at all ages (cf. Figure 8), and is comparable to the energy ranges
over which current and up-coming X-ray observatories would per-
form imaging observations, e.g. ATHENA, which is expected to have
imaging capabilities in the 0.5-12 keV energy range with resolutions
as high as ∼ 5” (seeWillingale et al. 2013), corresponding to sub-kpc
resolution to distances of a few 10s of Mpc (Wright 2006).
Non-thermal bremsstrahlung emission is strongest in regions

where CR energy density and gas density are both high. As such,
the low density central lobe (discussed in section 2.2) is clearly evi-
dent in the bubble emissionmap at both 1Myr and 7Myr,manifesting
as a lower-intensity emission cavity within the bubble. As with the
synchrotron emission, the high CR energy density at the top of the
bubble also drives relatively strong bremsstrahlung, while emission
intensity also reduces by a factor of ∼ 102 between 1 Myr and 7 Myr
(in-line with the reduction in CR energy density between the two
epochs). We note that the X-ray emission does not show the same fil-
amentary substructures of the radio emission (comparing Figure 11
with Figure 9). This is because the hot gas distribution within the
bubble is considerably smoother than the magnetic field near the
emission surface at the outer contact discontinuity (cf. Figure 1).

4.2.3 𝛾-rays (Band C and D)

In Figures 12 and 13 we show 𝛾-ray emission maps for 1-30 GeV
(Band C) and 0.1-3 TeV (Band D), respectively. These energy bands
are chosen to reflect the different underlying physics driving the 𝛾-ray
emission, however they also within reach of current and up-coming
facilities, e.g. Fermi-LAT at energies between ∼ 20 MeV and ∼
300 GeV 21 and the up-coming CTA22 between 0.1 and 10 TeV. The
resolution of 𝛾-ray instruments is typically lower than can be achieved
inX-rays or at radiowavelengths. However, detections of high-energy
bubbles around very nearby galaxies may still be possible (see also
Pshirkov et al. 2016, for possible bubble-like emission structures
detected around M31), and can be complemented with the suite of
multi-wavelength capabilities expected to come online in the next
decade.
At GeV energies, 𝛾-ray emission from the bubble is predomi-

nately driven by inverse Compton scattering of CR electrons with
CMB photons (in particular, below 10 GeV – see also Mertsch &
Sarkar 2011, which find a similar transition between CMB and ISRF
inverse Compton seed photons). The CMB photon field is spatially
uniform, so the emission maps in Band C (Figure 12) can be con-
sidered a faithful representation of the underlying CR energy density
throughout the bubble at all times during its evolution. At higher

20 https://www.skatelescope.org.
21 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov
22 https://www.cta-observatory.org/science/
ctao-performance/
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Figure 11. 2D projection plot of the X-ray emission from our simulated bubble, same as Figure 9, but integrated over the X-ray energy band B, 0.2-12 keV.
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Figure 12. 2D projection plot of the 𝛾-ray emission from our simulated bubble, same as Figure 9, but integrated over the energy band C, 1-30 GeV.
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Figure 13. 2D projection plot of the 𝛾-ray emission from our simulated bubble, same as Figure 9, but integrated over the energy band D, 0.1-3 TeV.
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energies, in Band D, inverse Compton emission is still important,
however this is predominately composed of up-scattered ISRF pho-
tons rather than those from the CMB. An additional non-thermal
bremsstrahlung component can also be important (as indicated ear-
lier, in Figure 8), particularly at late times and high altitudes. In
principle, this should lead to emission that is less spatially uniform.
However, in Figure 13, the 0.1 - 3 TeV emission at 1 Myr is actually
more spatially uniform than in any of the other bands considered.
This is because the ISRF inverse Compton contribution is stronger
at low altitudes, near the host galaxy, where the interstellar radiation
intensity is stronger, while the non-thermal bremsstrahlung emission
is more intense near the top of the bubble (where the most CR energy
density is located) with some overlap of the two components. By 7
Myr, these have clearly become much more spatially separated and
can be easily distinguished: the ISRF inverse Compton emission is
concentrated within a ∼ 7 kpc radius of the center of the simulation
domain while the non-thermal bremsstrahlung emission is clearly
visible as a separate component above 30 kpc.

4.2.4 Comment on the modeled early-stage spatial emission
structure and observations of the Galactic Bubbles

Figures 9 to 13 show that the computed emission from the top of
the simulated bubble is brighter in all energy bands. While this is
particularly true in the 7 Myr results, it can also be observed at 1
Myr. The emission structure at 1 Myr should be comparable the
Galactic Fermi Bubbles, given their similar age. However, observa-
tions of the Fermi Bubbles show a flat surface brightness in the 𝛾-ray
band, with fainter emission at the top of the bubble in the X-ray
band (Snowden et al. 1997; Bland-Hawthorn & Cohen 2003; Zhang
& Guo 2021). The main reason for this difference is the line of sight
projection effect arising from the angle at which we observe the
Fermi bubbles on Earth. This has non-trivial and significant effects
on the emission distribution we observe in the Galactic bubbles. To
produce a flat surface brightness, emission must increase toward the
bubble boundaries/top before projection (see also Yang et al. 2012).
In the X-ray band, bremsstrahlung emission from shocks may also be
unresolved (and thus understated) in our simulations, while observa-
tions include X-ray emission contributed by all the gas in the Milky
Way halo, including features external to the Fermi bubbles (e.g. the
eROSITA bubbles; see Predehl et al. 2020), which may lie along the
line of sight. These factors are not included in our model (see also the
discussion in section 4.1.1), and could dominate over any remaining
surface intensity variations (after projection) in the observations.

5 DISCUSSION

5.1 Observational implications

With the exception of the Fermi bubbles, for which there is now
abundant data, little is known about the general characteristics of
galaxy bubbles. 𝛾-ray structures similar to the Fermi bubbles may
exist around other galaxies (e.g. Pshirkov et al. 2016). However, the
limited sensitivity and resolution ofGeV and TeV observationswould
preclude the detection of substantial numbers of these phenomena out
to great distances, thus limiting our ability to capture the diversity and
demographics of galaxy bubble populations. However, in this work
we have shown that such bubbles would also leave observational
signatures in other parts of the electromagnetic spectrum, where
prospects for detection would be substantially better.
In Table 2, we consider the scope to detect bubbles around external

galaxies in the four emission bands considered in section 4.2. We
adopt sensitivities of four current/up-coming instruments appropriate
for these bands (namely, SKA, ATHENA, Fermi-LAT and CTA for
Bands A, B, C and D, respectively) and calculate the time period
over which our simulated bubble would remain detectable to these
instruments, if located at the positions of selected nearby edge-on
Milky Way-sized spiral and E/S0 type galaxies within 20 Mpc (see
Li &Wang 2013).23 An edge-on orientation would allow any galaxy
bubbles to be discernible from their host, while the type we select is
reflective of those galaxies found to host possible bubble structures
in other wavebands, aligned along the minor axis of the host (e.g.
Gallimore et al. 2006).
We find that radio observations offer the best prospect for the de-

tection of galaxy bubbles. Table 2 shows that synchrotron emission
would be accessible for much of a bubble’s lifetime with SKA (Braun
et al. 2019). We estimate that structures of similar properties to our
simulated bubbles would be detectable up to ages of at least 7 Myr
(reflecting the duration of our simulations), at distances of ∼ 15
Mpc. However, their slow radio dimming rate in Band A (see Fig-
ure 8) would indicate much older bubbles would also be detectable.
Synchrotron emission from bubbles around galaxies has already been
resolved in previous radio observations. While these are not be guar-
anteed to be the same phenomena as considered here, they do share
certain similar characteristics, including the alignment of the ex-
tended radio emission with the minor axis of the host galaxy (Baum
et al. 1993; Elmouttie et al. 1998; Kharb et al. 2006) and, if present,
their co-orientation with AGN jets in many spiral Seyfert galaxies
where extended galactic-scale radio structures are common (Gal-
limore et al. 2006). If these structures are part of the galaxy bubble
‘family’, they could represent systems at a different evolutionary
stage and/or subject to different intensities of energy injection and
persistence (Guo & Mathews 2012).
Detection prospects in X-rays are particularly poor, even when

considering the improved expected sensitivity of ATHENA (Nandra
et al. 2013). Table 2 shows that none of the bubbles around any of the
host galaxies considered would be detectable in X-rays. This perhaps
not surprising, given that the bremsstrahlung X-ray flux from our
simulated bubbles is several orders of magnitude lower than bubble
emission in any other waveband (see Figure 8). Even in the closest
of those galaxies considered in Table 2, the X-ray luminosity of a
bubble would need to be 105 times brighter than considered here to
reach detection thresholds.
𝛾-rays in Band C (1-30 GeV) also offer relatively limited promise

to identify bubbles with 10 years of Fermi-LAT data. Only M31
and NGC 4710 are sufficiently close to be visible during the first
1.5 Myr and 0.8 Myr of their evolution, respectively. We note that
this prediction is consistent with the possible detection of bubbles
aroundM31. Their smaller size of 6-7.5 kpc and slightly higher 𝛾-ray
intensity 4 × 1037 ergs−1 (Pshirkov et al. 2016) would point towards
a younger age than the Galactic Fermi bubbles, thus indicating their
age would be significantly lower the maximum detectable lifetime of
1.5 Myr estimated here.
Figure 8 shows that bubbles would initially be brighter in higher-

energy 𝛾-rays, particularly in first ∼ 1 Myr of their evolution. This
improves prospects for detection in Band D, if considering CTA’s
expected sensitivity. 𝛾-ray emission in Band D falls away faster than
in Band C. This means that, while more distant galaxies may be de-
tectable, the prospects for observing closer, but older bubbles actually

23 At greater distances, we found a bubble of the configuration considered in
this work would not be detectable in any of the bands.
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Galaxy Distance/Mpc 𝑡A / Myr 𝑡B / Myr 𝑡C / Myr 𝑡D / Myr
M31 0.77 >7𝑎 - 1.5 1.4
NGC 4710 2.14 >7𝑎 - 0.8 1.0
NGC 3115 9.77 >7𝑎 - - 0.5
NGC 891 10.0 >7𝑎 - - 0.4
NGC 4565 11.1 >7𝑎 - - 0.4
NGC 7457 13.2 >7𝑎 - - 0.3𝑏
NGC 3877 14.1 >7𝑎 - - -
NGC 3198 14.5 >7𝑎 - - -
NGC 1386 15.3 >7𝑎 - - -
NGC 5866 15.3 >7𝑎 - - -
NGC 3079 16.5 4.6 - - -
NGC 4388 17.1 3.2 - - -
NGC 4526 17.2 3.2 - - -
NGC 7814 18.1 2.5 - - -
NGC 4013 18.9 2.2 - - -
NGC 4217 19.5𝑐 1.9 - - -

Table 2. Expected lifetime over which galaxy bubbles would be observationally accessible in Bands A (8.3-15.3 GHz), B (0.2-12 keV), C (1-30 GeV) and D
(0.1-3 TeV), if their properties were similar to the bubbles in our simulations, and if located around selected nearby edge-on Milky Way-sized spiral and E/S0
type galaxies within 20 Mpc (see Li & Wang 2013). We adopt sensitivities of four current/up-coming instruments appropriate for these bands (namely, SKA,
ATHENA, Fermi-LAT and CTA for Bands A, B, C and D, respectively), assuming a 50-hour observation time where appropriate, and expected SKA beam sizes
and sensitivities at a nominal frequency of 12.5 GHz was adopted from Braun et al. 2019.
Notes:
𝑎 Cases marked with lifetimes of greater than 7 Myr would be observable beyond our simulated evolution time, thus 7 Myr is provided as a lower limit.
𝑏 If we estimate that the detectable bubble lifetime is less than 0.3 Myr, we mark it as not detectable. This is because the bubble would still be subject to its
initial energetic outburst during this time, and would still be brightening.
𝑐 We find bubbles located around host systems at distances beyond ∼ 20 Mpc would not be visible in any band.

can be worse than with Fermi-LAT in Band C. For example, bubbles
around M31 would fade away at younger ages in higher energies,
even though very young bubbles, of ages less than ∼0.5 Myr, would
be within observational reach of CTA if located around galaxies up
to ∼ 13 Mpc away.

5.2 Further remarks

Our results are sensitive to our simulation set up and initial condi-
tions. These include the configuration of the initialmagnetic field (see
section 2.2.2, also Yang et al. 2013), the resolution of our simulation
(see section 2.2.3), the energy injected during the initial outburst and
its duration (e.g. Guo & Mathews 2012; Zhang & Guo 2020), the
effect of multiple outbursts, and the ambient conditions surround-
ing the bubble. Moreover, bubbles in the more distant Universe may
evolve very differently to those closer by (e.g. inverse Compton cool-
ing of CR electrons would be more severe at cosmological distances
due to the greater energy density of the CMB; this may reduce their
ability to drive a bubble’s expansion). We consider our results to be
sufficient to explore how the leptonic emission properties in differ-
ent wavebands are connected, how these evolve during the lifetime
of a bubble and how they reflect the internal physical properties of
the system. However, to draw broader conclusions, and to properly
facilitate reliable population modeling, a broader range of physical
models and conditions must be considered to properly capture the
population diversity of galaxy bubbles.

6 CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we investigated the evolutionary properties and emis-
sion signatures of leptonic bubbles around galaxies, driven by an
initial energetic outburst of energy and CRs. We used 3DMHD sim-
ulations that self-consistently include the effects of magnetic fields
and anisotropic CR diffusion, as well as the dynamical interaction

between the thermal gas of the bubbles and the CRs to investi-
gate their properties and structure as they evolve. We computed the
multi-wavelength spectrum from the CR and MHD properties of
the bubbles across a broad range of energies, and also showed their
spatial emission in four energy bands (radio, X-ray, and GeV and
TeV 𝛾-rays) that capture the spectral components attributed to the
dominating physical processes arising within the bubble. We then
assessed the observational prospects of such bubbles in these four
bands, if they were located in Milky-Way like galaxies at distances
of up to 20 Mpc.

We found that the properties of our simulated bubbles and their
emission were broadly consistent with those computed in previous
simulation work (Yang et al. 2012; Yang & Ruszkowski 2017), while
the emission properties of the bubbles at an age of 1Myr were reflec-
tive of those of the Galactic Fermi bubbles (e.g. Su et al. 2010). We
showed that the radio emission of the bubbles was persistent through-
out their lifetimes, weakened very gradually, and was driven by direct
synchrotron processes between CR electrons and the magnetic fields
of the bubble. The X-ray emission was dominated by bremsstrahlung
processes, and was spatially reflective of the intersection of the gas
and CR energy distribution within the bubble. However the inten-
sity of this X-ray emission was relatively weak and would likely be
undetectable in bubbles of this configuration around other nearby
galaxies. The GeV and TeV 𝛾-ray emission was initially dominated
by inverse Compton processes between the CR electrons and photons
contributed by the CMB and the ISRF of the host galaxy. However,
as the bubble expanded, the upper regions harboring the highest
CR energy densities moved away from the ISRF. This had a partic-
ular impact on the TeV emission from the bubble, which reduced
and became dominated by non-thermal bremsstrahlung emanating
from near the top of the bubble. We found that the 𝛾-ray emission
remained sufficiently intense for several nearby galaxies to have de-
tectable bubbles of this configuration during the early stages of their
evolution, however the high-energy 𝛾-ray emission would typically
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fade quickly as the emission transitions from inverse Compton to
non-thermal bremsstrahlung.
Bubbles from galaxies in the relatively nearby Universe are not

easily detectable at high-energies. However, their associated radio
emission is more accessible to current and next-generation instru-
ments. We have demonstrated that self-consistent multi-wavelength
emission modeling can provide a connection between radio observa-
tions of bubble structures in more distant galaxies with high energy
𝛾-ray signatures associated with younger bubbles in the nearby Uni-
verse. This opens up the possibility of studying a broader range of
bubble configurations, initial conditions, compositions and environ-
ments to assess the wider demographics of galaxy bubbles and their
observational signatures. Such work will be essential to understand
the origin and evolution of our own Galaxy’s Fermi bubbles, and
how they are related to similar phenomena seen further afield.
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APPENDIX A: COSMIC RAY SPECTRAL EVOLUTION

We model an ageing electron spectrum in section 3.2 according to
the non-steady distribution function (kinetic equation)

𝜕𝑛e (𝛾e, 𝑡)
𝜕𝑡

=
𝜕

𝜕𝛾e
[𝑛e (𝛾e, 𝑡) 𝛽(𝑡)] (A1)

(e.g. Kardashev 1962), wherewe assume that all particles are injected
at 𝑡 = 0 with a power-law spectrum, as given by equation 11, and the
time-dependent electron cooling rate 𝛽(𝑡) is dominated by radiative

(synchrotron and inverse Compton) and adiabatic cooling,24

𝛽(𝑡) = 𝛼1 (𝑡)𝛾e + 𝛼2 (𝑡)𝛾2e , (A2)

where 𝛼1 (𝑡) and 𝛼2 (𝑡) are, respectively, adiabatic and radiative
cooling rates, scaled from the cooling rate at a reference energy.
In this work, we approximate the adiabatic and radiative cooling
timescales experienced by electrons by using fitting functions to em-
ulate the results as evolved in the Fermi bubble simulations of Yang
& Ruszkowski (2017). The time-evolving maximum spectral energy
is then used as the reference energy at time 𝑡 to compute effective
adiabatic and radiative cooling rates. For times beyond 𝑡Fermi, the
maximum simulation time in Yang & Ruszkowski (2017), we sim-
ply extend the same fitted function for the relevant quantities from
𝑡 < 𝑡Fermi to an appropriate time.25
The evolution equation A1 can be solved (e.g. by method of

Greens’ functions), to give:

d𝑛e (𝛾e, 𝑡)
d𝛾e

= N ^ (𝛾e ,𝑡)
e

(
𝛾e
𝛾0

)−𝑠e ^ (𝛾e ,𝑡)
G(𝛾e, 𝑡) , (A3)

where

G(𝛾e, 𝑡) = exp
{
2𝐴1 (𝑡)𝛾e

∫ 𝑡

0

𝛼2 (b) db
^(𝛾e, 𝑡) + 𝐵1 (b)

}
, (A4)

^(𝛾e, 𝑡) = 𝛾e 𝐵1 (𝑡) + 𝐴1 (𝑡) , (A5)

𝐴1 (𝑡) = exp
{
−
∫ 𝑡

0
𝛼1 (b) db

}
, (A6)

𝐵1 (𝑡) = −
∫ 𝑡

0
𝐴1 (b)𝛼2 (b) db , (A7)

and other terms retain their earlier definitions.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.

24 While these processes dominate the electron losses, the emitted spectra
(see section 3.3) from relativistic free-free processes can be non-negligible.
25 The exact method to set an appropriate electron cooling function is sub-
jective, however we consider our approach to be reasonable as the resulting
spectrum in Figure 5 reflects the general characteristics and upper limit found
in Yang & Ruszkowski (2017), and is able to produce results at 1.2 Myr that
are broadly consistent with observations of the Galactic Fermi bubbles.
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